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" House of Representatives

The House met at 11 o'clock am,

The Chaplain, Rev.Bernard Braskamp,
D.D,, offered the following prayer:

From the Sermon on the Mount,
Matthew 5: 16: Let your light so shine
before men, that they may see your good
works, and glorify your Father which is
in heaven.

O Thou gracious Benefactor, kindle
within our souls Thy divine light and
may the luster and radiancy never grow
dim or be eclipsed but become brighter
and brighter until the dawning of that
perfect day.

Grant that the legislation enacted by
the Congress may always be reasonable
and practical and helpful in lifting the
burden which weighs so heavily upon the
backs and hearts of a vast number of
the members of the human family.

May we never be discouraged by the
multitude and magnitude of our appoint=~
ed tasks or allow our sense of their dif~
ficulty to exceed our sense of Thy divine
power anhd willingness to supply man-~
kind’s every heed.

God forbid that we should ever forget
Thy great goodness and expect Thee to
deal with us in some preferential man-
ner.

May we never be indifferent in our
attitude toward our fellow men who also
love life and are struggling for the more
abundant blessings.

Hear us in His name who went about
doing good. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr. Ar-
rington, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles: .

IL.R.8925. An act to amend title 38 of the
United States Code in order to provide that
a disability which has been rated at or above
& certain percentage for 20 or more years
may not thereafter be reduced below such
percentage;

H.R.8999. An act to provide for the settle-
ment of clalms of certain inhabitants of the
United States living in the area inundated
by the sudden floods of the Ric Grande as a
result of the construction of the Falcon Dam,
and for othet purposes; and

H.R. 11255. An act to validate certain pay-
ments of per diem allowances made to mem-
bers of the Coast Guard.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed, with amendments in
which the concurrence of the House is
requested, bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles:

H.R. 6034. An act for the rellef of Robert
L. Johnston; and
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H.R.11466. An act to enact subtitle II,
“Other Commercial Transactions”, of title
28, “Commerctal Instruments and Transac-

" tions”, of the District of Columbia Code, and

for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the amendments of the
House to bills of the Senate of the fol-
lowing titles:

8.1642. An act to amend the Securities Act
of 1933, as amended, and the Securities Ex-

change Act of 1934, as amended, to extend -

disclosure requirements to the lssuers of ad-
ditlonal publicity traded securitles, to pro-
vide for Improved qualification and discl-
plinary procedures for registered brokers and
dealers, and for other purposes; and

S, 1991, An act to charter by act of Con-
gress the Natlonal Tropical Botanical Gar-
den.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed bills and a concur-

rent resolution of the following titles, .

in which the concurrence of the House
is requested:

S.b564. An act to extend to volunteer fire
companies the rates of postage on second-
class and third-class bulk maillngs applicable
to certain nonprofit organizations;

5.1365. An act to establish the Fire Island
Natlonal Seashore, and for other purposes;

8.8075. An act to amend the Atomlie
Energy  Act of 1954, as amended, and for
other purposes; and

8. Con. Res. 92. Concurrent resolution fa-
voring the suspension of deportation of cer-
tain eliens.

The message also announced that the
Presiding Officer of the Senate, pursuant
to Public Law 115, 78th Cohgress, en-
titled “An act to provide for the disposal
of certain records of the U.S. Govern~
ment”, had appointed Mr. JornsTon and
Mr. CarrLson members of the joint select
committee on the part of the Senate for
the disposition of executive papers re-
ferred to in the report of the Archivist
of the United States numbered 65-3.

EUROPEAN COMMON MARKET LEVY
ON U.S. LONG GRAIN RICE

(Mr, THOMPSON of Texas asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Texas. Mr.

Speaker, I am informed by friends in the .

rice industry that the European Com-
mon Market is proposing to place g high
levy on imports of U.S. long grain rice,
starting September 1.

If 1s said that the proposed duties
would amount to 25 to 35 percent of
landed value on brown rice, which is the
principal kind of rice imported by the
Common Market countries. There has
been no duty on this rice up to now.

As my district of the State of Texas
1s & major producer of long grain rice,

I am greatly disturbed by this informa-
tion,

For several years the Common Mar-
ket has been one of the best dollar mar-
kets for our long grain rice. One-fourth
of the cash dollar export sales of U.S.
rice of the long grain type has been go-
ing to Common Market countries. This
business represents $17 million of in-
come annually to our growers of long
grain rice.

The proposal to impose high duties
on U.S, long grain rice is particularly
unreasonable in view of the fact that the
Common Market does not even produce
any rice of the long grain type. Pro-
duction in the EEC is entirely short and
medium soft cooking types that have
a special consumer demand quite differ-
ent from the dry cooking long grain
varieties grown in the Unifted States.

I hope our Government will study
carefully’ whatever is done against our
rice, and will forcefully seek remedy for
any damages inflicted on our rice in-
dustry. The Europeans should be re-
minded that the United States is an
excellent market for numerous Euro-
pean products including Volkswagens,
Renaults, and fine wines. TU.S, policy
on import restrictions on those products
should correspond with European policy
on our products.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. ARENDS. Mr, Speaker, I make
the point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum
is not present. ]

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Speaker, I
move a call of the House,

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their

names:
[Roll No. 209]

Ashbrook Evins Norblad
Auchincloss Fulton, Tenn. Passman
Avery Gray Pilcher
Baring Hagan, Ga. Pool
Bass Hansen Powell
Beckworth Harding Pucinski
Bennett, Mich, Healey Roberts, Ala,
Brotzman Jennings Senner
Buckley Jones, Ala, Sheppard
Burton, Callf, Jones, Mo. Biler
Clausen, Kee Smith, Iowa
Don H. Lankford Staebler
Cleveland Lennon Steed
Deaddario Lestnskl Toli
Davis, Tenn. Long, Md. Udall
Edmondson Martin, Callf.
Everett Nedzi

The SPEAKER, On this rollcall 384
Members have answered to their names,
a quortm. -

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ceedings under the call were dispensed
with. ’
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TO PROMOTE THE ENANCE
OF INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND
BECURITY IN SOUTHEAST ASIA

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the House
Joint resolution (H.J. Res. 1145) to pro-
mote the maintenance of international
peace and security In southeast Asia,
with an amendment,.

The Clerk read as follows:

Whereas naval units of the Communist
regime in Vietnam, in violation of the prin-
ciples of the Charter of the United Natlons
and of international law, have dellberately
end repeatedly attacked United States naval
vesgels lawfully present in iInternational
waters, and have thereby created a serious
threat to international peace; and

Whereas these attacks are part of a de-
liberate and systematic campaign of aggres-
slon that the Communist regime in North
Vietnam has been waging agalnst its neigh-
bors and the nations joined with them in the
collective defense of their freedom; and

Whereas the United States is assisting the
peoples of southeast Asia to protect their
freedom and has no territorial, military or
political ambitions in that area, but desires
only that these peoples should be left in
peace to work out their own destinies in their
own way: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That the
Congress approves and supports the deter-
mination of the President, as Commander in
Chlef, to take all necessary measures to repel
any armed attack against the forces of the
United States and to prevent further ag-
gression.

Bec. 2. The United States regards as vital
to its national interest and to world peace
the maintenance of international peace and
security In southeast Asia. Consonant with
the Constitutfon of the United States and
the Charter of the United Nations and in ac-
cordance with Iits obligations under the
Southeast Asla Collective Defense Treaty, the
United States is, therefore, prepared, as the
President determines, to take all NEeCcessary
steps, including the use of armed force, to
888ist any member or protocol atate of the
Southeast Asia Collective Defense Treaty re-
questing asslstance in defense of 1ts freedom.

Bzc. 3. This resolution shall expire when
the President shall determine that the peace
and security of the area is reasonably assured
by international conditions created by actlon
of the United Nations or otherwise, except
that it may be terminated earlier by concur-
rent resolution of the Congress.

The SPEAKER. Is & second de-
manded?

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr.
Speaker, I demand e second.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, &
second will be considered as ordered,

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. MorGaw] is recog-
nized

{Mr. MORGAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks and include certain editorials.)

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I urge
Immediate passage of this resolution. It
is a timely and effectlve expression of
approval and support for the President
in the actlions he has taken to meet the
attacks on our naval forces in southeast
Asla by Communists in North Vietnam.
The resolution declares full support for
the President’s resolute policy to prevent
further aggression, or make suitable
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retaliation if additional attacks should
ocecur.

The preamble concisely sets forth the
background of this Communist aggres-
sion in which North Vietnamese naval
units in violation of both internationsi
law and the principles of the United
Nations Charter, made unprovoked at-
tacks on U.S. naval vessels on patrol in
international waters. These attacks are
part of the systematic aggression which
has been waged by the North Vietnamese
Communist against its neighbors and
those joined with them in defense of
their freedom. The preamble also makes
clear the fact that although the United
Stales is assisting the people of south-
east Asia to protect their freedom, we
have absolutely no territorial, military, or
political ambitions In that area. We
desire only to have these people left in
peace to work out their own destinies.

The “resolve” part of the resolution
is in three sections. The first approves
and supports what the President s do-
ing to repel and prevent these attacks
on our forces.

The second section highlights U.S.
policy in southeast Asia. It emphasizes
that the United States regards as _vital
to its national interest and to world
peace, the maintenance of international
peace and security in that area. Sub-
Ject to the Constitution of the United
States, and consonant with the UN.
Charter, &8s well s our obligations under
the Southeast Asia Collective Defense
Treaty, approval is expressed for the
President to take all “necessary steps,
including the use of armed force, to
asgist any member or protocol state of
the Southeast Asia Collective Defense
Treaty requesting assistance in defense
of its freedom.” The “protocol states”
are Laos, Cambodia ,and South Vietnam.
It would apply, at present, only to South
Veitnam, as Cambodia has eliminated it-
self voluntarily, and Laos would be in-
hibited by provisions of the 1962 nc-
cords.

Bection 3 follows closely the terming-
tion provisions of the earlier resolutions
on Formosa and the Middle East. The
resolution is to expire when the Presi-
dent determines that the peace and
security of the area is reasonably assured
by international conditlons created by
action of the United Nations or other-
wise. Provision is also made that the
resolution may be terminated earlier by
coneurrent resolution of the Congress.

Mr. Speaker, I have touched on only
the highpoints, as the detalled facts and
background are fully covered in the Pres-
ident’s message and in the statements
presented to the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee by Secretary of State Rusk and
Secretary of Defense McNamara. These
statements, which contain as much in-
formation as could be declassified, have
been printed as an appendix to the com-
mittee’s report on this resolution.

The President is to be commended,
not only for his prompt and vigorous ac-
tion to protect our national interests
and security, but also for following the
precedents and coming to the Congress
for approval and support. This is defi-
nitely not an advance declaration of war.

~
August 7

The committee has been assured by the
Becretary of State that the constitu-
tional prerogative of the Congress in this
respect will continue to be scrupulously
observed.

This resolution provides us the oppor-
tunity to demonstrate to the Communist
aggressors that the people of the United
States are united in their firm resolve
to protect ourselves, to resist attack, and
to take prompt and appropriate means
to prevent aggression.

I ask its immediate passage in our na-
tional interest.

[From the Philadelphia (Pa.) Inquirer,

Aug. 6, 1964
A NaTION TUNITED

In this grim, dark hour—when the issue
of peace or war hangs precariously in the
balance—President Johnson has called upon
the American people to meet the test of
courage and determination that has been
thrust suddenly and {rrevocably upon us all
by a treacherous foe.

The Natlon must stand firm and united
in unwavering support of the President at
this crucial juncture in the history of man- .
kind.

We are confident that Amerlcans irrespec-
tive of political party, shall do so—in keep-
ing with the highest traditions of this coun-
try in times of crisis.

In his solemn addreas to the world on
Wednesday, at Syracuse, Mr. Johnson reiter-
ated and expanded upon points he made late
Tuesday night in his report on the swift suc-
cession of ominous events In southeast Asia.

The President is right, beyond any ques-
tion, in making it clear to the leaders of
Communist North Vietnam, end to any other
government bent on unprovoked aggresston,
that America’s earnest desire for peace 1s not
to be misconstrued as weakness.

Dellvering one of the finest addresses of
his long career in public service, Mr. John-
son summed up the situation succinctly at
Byracuse in these terse phrases: “The at-
tacks were dellberate. The attacks were un-
provoked. The atiacks have been answered.”

After the North Vietnamese torpedo boats
had opened fire against U.S, naval craft in
international waters, for the second time in
3 days, It was unmistakably clear that the
American reply, in action as well as words,
needed to be prompt and appropriately
forceful-—commensurate with the seriousness
of the North Vietnamese challenge and the
flagrant disregard they showed for the rights
of our vessels to sail the seas without inter-
ference.

These righta have been hard-won, over
many years, by valiant Americans. Freedom
of movement on the oceans must be defended,

Retaliatory U.8, air strikes against North
Vietnamese torpedo-boat bases and other in-
stallations, as reported by Defense Secretary
McNamara, unfortunately have resulted in
the loss of American planes and, possibly,
American lives. This sorrowful and tragic
development underlines not only the perils
that must be faced in the battle zone but
the sacrifices that all of us must be prepared
to accept.

"Aggression unchallenged 1s aggression un-
leashed.” the President sald at Syracuse.
This is undeniable truth. To retreat from,
or even to tolerate, armed attack against ves-
sels of the US. Navy would be to
invite steadily bolder assaults that would
lead us surely and inevitably down the path
of war.

Mr. Johnson's notation of broken promises
made by the North Vietnamese Government,
in pacts signed by them in 1954 and 1962, is
& timely reminder of the demonstrated un-
trustworthiness of the Red regime in Hanot.
It is fitting aiso that the President, while re-
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afirming this country’s commitments to
Allies, has reminded those Allies that the
fight for freedom ought not to be the sole
burden of any one nation, but should be a
collective  responstibility. Our  Allies—in
NATO, in the Far East and elsewhere—can
help the cause of peace by giving ungualified
indorsement to 'US action against North
Vietnam.

Freedom and peace remaln our goals—but
let those forces of enslavement and armed
aggression abroad who have unleashed their
fire against us give panse. They will do well
to show a healthy respect for America’s re-
solve to defend, by whatever means neces-
sary, our rights on the high seas and to carry
out, by whatever action required, our obliga-
tions abroad In the struggle against Commu-
nist aggression.

[From the Boston (Mass.) Herald, Aug. 6,
1964]

FLEXIBLE RESPONSE

The sudden flareup of hot war in Viet-
nam provides a vital test of the flexible
defense strategy favored by the Kennedy-
Johnson administration,

We have responded vigorously to the re-
newed attacks by North Vietnamese PT boats,
_But the response was, In Mr, Johnson’s
words, “limited and fitting.” We struck back
at the PT boats and their bases, not at North
Vietnam as a whole orits armed forces.

Our real strength, even that part of it
which 1s immediately available in southeast
Asia, 1s sti1] in reserve. -

This, of ¢ourse, was all carefully planned
in advance. As early as the spring of 1961
President Kennedy ordered a buildup of our
conventional forces so that in the event of
attack we would not be forced “to choose
between doing nothing and deliberately ini-

tlating nucléar war.”

It meant, according to a review by Secre-
tary McNamara, that we must be prepared to
handle with mnon-nuclear arms military
threats ranging “from guerrilla and subver-
sive' activitles, involving small scattered
bands of men, to organized aggression, in-
volving sizable regular military forces.”

The threat has now come in the Gulf of
Tonkin. And it is obvious that we have
more than enough deployed strength to deal

with it at its present level,

‘We still do not know whether the strategy
will work, because we do not know whether
" a minor naval battle will escalate Into some-
© thing more serious. FPresident Johnson ac-
cepls the risk of escalation and the country
accepts 1t with him. *“We Americans know,”
the President sald Tuesday, “although others
appear to forget, the risks of spreading con-
fiict.”

The next move Is up to the Reds. If they
seek a wider war, they can have it. The
President hag left no doubt we shall see
the struggle through. His bhold words, “No
peace by aggression and no immunity from
reply,” have already become part of the
Amerlcan legend.

But hecause of our flexible strength, be-
cause we were able to answer first in a “lim-
Ited and fitting way,” the chances of avoid-
Ing a major showdown are good.

The fiexible defense strategy has given us
options which may make a life-or-death dif-
ference for our generation.

[From the Christian Science Monitor,
Aug. 5, 1964]
‘THE GULF OF TONKIN

Premler Nguyen Khanh of South Vletnam
makes sense.

He points out that President Johnson
warned the Asian Communists against the
“very dangerous game” they have been play-
ing in southeast Asia. And that the Com-
munist answer has now come. It is intensl-
fled war—both in South Vietnam and in

torpedo boat attacks on an American de-
stroyer off the North Vietnam coast.

The United States, General Khanh said,
now has to prove it was not a paper tiger.

The immediate response frorn President
Johnson was being announced in Washing-
ton even as the South Vietnamese Premier
spoke in Baigon. It was the obvious re-
sponse. ‘The Navy was instructed to destroy
any such attacker in future. The orders
were dellberately ambiguous. When the sec-
ond attack came they permitted hot pursuit
and counterattack on the torpedo boat
bases—which are presumably bases for sea
supplies to the Vietcong. This in turn
touched off a general American mobilization
in the area.

‘This is a good deal. It will fend to narrow
the differences between President Johnson
and Senator GOLDWATER as the Senator him-
self agreed. The Johnson move is not with-
out precedent. Former President Eisenhower
and Secretary of State Dulles used the
7th. Fleet at several tense moments to
threaten naval action in the Formosa Strait.
Mr. Johnson would have had to act even
without Senator GoOLDWATER'S prodding.

But the Senator wants to go further and it
Is qulte possible that events will now push
the President to meet him part way. The
Senator questioned whether larger American
ground forces will have to be landed. This
may well have to be done. The United States
is in this war somewhat indirectly; and as
General Khanh suggested, it 1s not doing
well., It may have to go into action directly,
Already it is taking semiclandestine methods
of cutting the Communist supply lines by
land and sea—that is why the destroyer was
patrolling. Where it divides from Senator
GorLpwaTeR is In striking close to mainland
China or inside China, which could lead to
the brink of general war.

The domestic politics of the situation only
reflect the state of the war and the political
problems that surround it. . The United
States is unavoidably golng in further. The
only questions are when and how far.

[From the Washington (D.C.) Evening Star,
Aug, 5, 1964]
THE 7T Frrer Hirs BACK

President Johnson’s order to the Tth Fleet
to bomb North Vietnamese PT boats and the
“facilitles” from which they operate is fully
justified. This is accurately described as a
“limited” response. But 1t may lead none-
theless to an expansion of the war in south~
east Asla, and we as a nation must be ready
for any eventuality.

The motives of the North Vietnamese are
hard to fathom. For they are provoking con~
fict with a vastly superior force in an area
and under conditions which are favorable
to us and highly unfavorable to them. What-~
ever the motlves, however, there can be no
doubt that the attacks were made and that
they were deliberate.

When the PT boats first fired their tor-
pedoes at the U.S.S, Maddoxr there was some
thought that this was an isolated incident,
not part of a purposeful plan. But the
second attack, occurring some 65 miles off
the coast in the Gulf of Tonkln removes all
doubt. This was dellberate, and Hanoi's
claim that the whole thing is ‘“a sheer fabri~
cation” ls so absurd that few if any will
believe 1.

The North Vietnameése are thought to have,
or to have had, about 16 Russian-bullt PT
boats. We trust that the Navy’s fighter-
bombers will be able to locate and destroy
them. For that evidently is the only way
to make certain that there will be no further
attacks on American warships engaged in
lawful missions on the high seas.

What counteraction if any will come from
the other side remalns to be seen. If they
react forcibly, however, it would be logleal
10 expect some enlargement of the war

4
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against South Vietnam. That this has been
anticipated is evidenced by the report that
the United States is sending “substantial”
additional military elements to southeast
Asia,.

We hope that “substantial” means that
the additional elements will be adequate for
any purpose. Our response to the PT boat
attacks should disabuse the Communist
mind of the “paper tiger” fiction. But if
the war in the south is stepped up we should
not be content merely to hold our ground.
Our purpose, ag contrasted to Korea, should
bé to destroy the enemy and the sources
from which his attacks are being mounted.

[From the St, Louis (Mo.} Post-Dispatch,
Aug, b, 1964]
OUR RESPONSE: “LIMITED AND FITTING™

President Johnson’s response to the latest
Communist challenge In the Gulf of Tonkin
was quick, declslve, and restrained. The
United States could not permit the second
attack in 2 days on its naval vessels on
the high seas to go unanswered. A sharp
and unmistakable reply was indicated. - This
was ordered by the President.

And yet, Mr. Johnson made it clear that
the Untted States does not intend to pro-
voke an escalation of the war in Vietnam.
He said in his brief radio-television address
to the Nation Tuesday night:

“Qur response, for the present, will be
limited and fitting. We Americans know,
although others appear to forget, the risks
of spreading confilct—we still seeck no wider
war.”

Sunday’s attack on the destroyer Maddoz,
on patrol in International waters, by three
patrol-torpedo boats might have been delib-
erate or it might have been an accident, so
the United States reply was defensive in
nature. But there can be little gquestion
about the deliberateness of yesterday’s as-
sault by a larger force.

The reason for the attacks is a complete
mystery. Superflcially, it would seem to be
madness on the part of the Communists to
challenge U.S. seapower, by far the most for-
midable in the world. The Communists’ best
weapon, as they must know, is the type of
guerrilla warfare they have been conducting
In Vietnam. Why did they choose to strike
directly at the United States where it is su-
preme—on the high seas?

It seems to us that President Johnson's
handling of this whole episode thus far
ghould 1Instill confidence in the people. He
took no steps without consulting his ad-
visers and congressional leaders, and he
broadcast a calm summary when the deci-
slong had been made,

It is particularly encouraging that Mr.
Johnson instructed Ambassador Stevenson
to make our position eclear at once to the
United Nations and to raise the matter be-
fore the Security Council. If the Vietnamese
war can be brought before the United Na-
tions the gains might be incalculable.

And Mr. Johnson also was wise, we think,
to seek a congressional resolution “making
it clear that our Government is united in
its determination to take all necessary meas-
ures In support of freedom, and in defense
of peace, in southeast Asia.” Mr. Johnson,
the Commander in Chief, does not need
authority to act. But in this election year
it would be prudent to put the world on
notice, lest there be any misunderstandings,
that the United States is indeed united.

This is the reason why Mr. Johnson com-
munlicated as soon as he could with Senator
Gounwarer, the Republican presidential
nominee who has been critical of admin-
istration foreign policy, to obtain his ap-
provai of Mr. Johnson’s broadcast state-
ment, And 1t was commendable of Senator
GoLpwaTER to give his support.

Congressional debate on Mr. Johnson’s
proposed resolution might well prove of great
value. It will be remembered that when the
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so-called Formosa resolution was debated In
the Senate in 18556 Senator Monsy, at the
risk of being charged with filibustering, pried
into all the nooks and crannies of U.8. poticy
with respect to the Chiapg Kal-shek regime.
The result was an extremely important con-
tribution to public understanding of the is~
sues involved.

Too littie is known at present about the
naval and alr action to form a considered
judgment on it. But discussion in Congress
and the United Nations, together with dis-
closure of more details, particularly as to
Communist motivations, should give Ameri-
cans s much firmer basis on which to deter-
mine future policy.

The prudence and wisdom of the positive
retallation we have undertaken will be
judged by its conseguences. If American
fArmness contributes to a negotiated political
solution of the conflict {in Vietnam—indeed
in all Indochina—it will be recorded as a
turning point. If it leads to intensification
of hostilities, and deeper military involve-
ment in Asla its value to America’s self-
interest will be severely challenged.

{From the Baltimaore (Md.) Sun, Aug. 7, 1864]
RESOLUTION In CRISIS

The gathering together of the Nation's
resources at times of grave crisis is admirably
refiected in the dispatch with which Congress
has moved to associate itself with President
Johngon's directives in southeast Asia. The
Joint resolution authorizing the Chief Ex-
ecutive to take *all necessary measures” to
repel attack and to extend assistance in the
defense of allles throughout southeast Asia
is a broad expression of confidence, hut its
chief usefulness s not as a grant of power.
Its primary purpose is to demonstrate to
enenies who may yet be considering provoca-
tive excursions that the Unlted S8tates, in
full unity, is wholly determined to yleld
neither principle nor territory to ruthless
BERTERSOTS.

The resolution is not the only earnest of
American intent. While the House and Sen-
ate dellberated yesterday. reinforcing ships
and planes were moving Into position to meet
new thrusts—whether they come again from
North Vietnam or openly from Red China.
If the fighting spreads in the wake of the
retallatory strike against Hanoi, however, it
will not be by American choice. That blow
wag a one-time operation, not to be repeated
unless there are new forays from the other
side. Subsequent military deployment has
been solely a defensive precaution.

While opposing forces stand tensely in
border zones, watching carefully for ominous
motion, the United Natlona Security Council
15 going ahead with plans to hear from the
two Vietnams. If open conflict can be
avolded before the talking starts, some of the
heat may be taken out of the crisis. If
North Vietnam can make any defense of the
attacks on American ships, the world would
like to hear it. The United States will not
wait 1dly for an explanation which may never
come. Until the threat of aggression has re-
ceded the ramparts will be manned, and the
soldier or airman at the most distant outpost
has the support of his Government and his
people. That is what the congressional reso-
lution tells the world.

[From the Washington (D.C.) Post. Aug. 7,
T 1964}

DeMocRACY'S RESPONSE

Congress is responding with commendable
promptness and with an almost unanfmous
volce to President Johnson's request for sup-
port In the southeast Asia crisis. The Pres-
ldent consulted the leaders of both houses
and then asked for a supporting resolution
not only because he felt the necessity for
congressional approval of what is being done,
but also because he wished to demonstrate
before the world the unity of the American
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peopls In resisting Communist aggression.
That unity has been demonstrated desplte
the reckless and gquerulous dissent of Sen-
ator MoORSE.

There i8 no substance in Senator MorsSke's
charge that the resolution amounts to a *“‘pre-
dated declaration of war”” ©On the contrary,
it reafirins the longstanding policy of the
United States of alding the states covered
by the Southeast Asia Collective Defense
Treaty in the protection of their freedom
as a contribution to international peace. It
pledges milltary action only to resist aggres-
sion against American forces in that area.
Of course, the President has authority to
respond to attacks upon American forces
without any approval in advance by Congress.
Sc the resolution means only a recommit-
ment of the Nation to the pollcy It has been
following-—an almost unanjmous recommit-
ment In the face of the inexplicable North
Vietnamese challenge.

This means of reasserting the nationsal will,
far short of a declaration of war, foliows
sound precedents set in other crises. Presi~
dent Johnson noted in his message to Con-
gress that simiiar resolutions had been passed
at the request of President Efsenhower in
connection with the threat to Formosa in
1968 and the threat to the Middle East in
1087. The same course was followed in 1962
at the request of President Kennedy to meet
the missile threat in Cuba. None of these
emergencies led to war. Rather, the firm
action that this country took interrupted
Communist maneuvers tbat might otherwise
have led to war.

Congress ought to be very pleased with the
now firm estabiishment of this mechanism
for meeting an emergency with a united
front. Rellancs solely upon the power of
Congress to declare war as a last resort
would not be appropriate in these days of
repeated crises short of war. A resolution
of support for the Executive arm in meeting
an emergency has all the virtue of rallylng
national strength bebhind a firm policy—
without taking the calamitous step. of war
in this nuclear age. We surmise that the
almost unanimous sentiment behind this res-
olution on Capitol Hill reflecta appreciation
for the President's sharing of responsibility
a8 well as support for the tough punishment
for aggression that he Initiated.

CoMmMunisM’s CHOICE

Time will doubtless improve on spectia-
tion’s answer to the question of why Commu-
nist forces fired at the American Navy and
how they will respond to the Americhn hits
on their sofl. In the interim. we can be
sure only that the next step is up to Hanol
and Pelping, that the decision is even more
critical for them than for us, and that not
only the conflict in Indochina but the power
outlook in the Far East 1s at stake.

The sequence since Sunday is of 8 kind

-which forces those touched by it to define

and declare themselves by thelr reactions.
Hanol has shown outrage but it 18 unable
alone to match its feeling with action.
Peiping, going further, has added an ambig-
uous pledge of solidarity which does not
particularize the conditions that would re-
quire it to take a designated act. Moscow,
caught off guard, has huffed disingenuously
B8 though snorts would remove {ts embar-
rassing pinch between comradeship and self-
interest. The lack of similarity between
these Communiat reactions is as striking as
the lack of specificity.

The_ operational issue lies at the intersec-
tion of three streams of reality: the Sino-
Soviet dispute, East-West relations, and war
or peace. The issue 1s the danger of con-
frontation with free world power. The So-
viets feel that tha danger is s0 great as to
require avoidance; the Chinese, not so great
as to preclude struggle for desired goals.

The Soviets fear that a small conflict In- |

volving a great power could become a big
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one, with universally disastrous results. The
Chinese scoff at the dangers of such escala-
tion. From the American viewpoint, the dif-
ference is that between manageable trouble
and open-ended war.

From the spectrum of cholces avallable to
them, the Communists must now select
those that satisfy the conilicting demands
of prudence and pride. They have not been
miiitarily rash in the past, with the crucial
and upsetting exception of the torpedo
forays in the Tonkin Gulf. Having answered
those attacks in full measure, the United
States must now hope to draw the conifllet
into diplomatic outlets, even while it pre-
pares to meet further military challenges in
Indochina.

A debate in the United Nutions would be
a brulsing one, particularly if a representa-
tive of North Vietnam took part. It would
expose the United States to a propagandistic
onslaught on all its Indochina policies and
would produce a bewlildering array of in-
formafion, half-truths, and {falsifications
about events there. However, & country in
the position of answering sggression need
have no scruples about upholding its case
in an internationsal forum.

{From the Los Angeles (Calif.) Times,
Aug. 4, 1954}
ATTACK ON THE U.8.8. “Mabpox™

For the moment only the leaders in Hanoi,
and guite probably Peiping as well, know for
sure what motivated the attack by three
North Vietnamese torpedo boats on the U.S.
destroyer Maddex In the Guif of Tonkin.

Motleation, however, no longer seems par-
ticularly important in view of the U.8. reac-
tion. If the Communists hoped to show
that an American presence in the gulf area
mskes for a dangerous situation they suc-
ceeded, but not in the way they Intended.

President Johnson has ordered an increase
in U.8. naval strength In the Gulf of Tonkin,
and the orders for our forces there have been
changed. Where formerly these orders were
to defend but not to pursue, they now read
defend and destroy. If the North Vietnam-
ese or Chinese have any notion of claiming
the gulf as their own private pond they will
first have to deal with the U.8, 7th Fleet.

The fact that pursult of attackers was pre-
viously ruled out probably explains why the
three torpedo boats weren't all blown out of
the water. All of them, according to reports,
were hit, and one probably sank.

Hpd the Navy been permitied to take more
than defensive measurea 1t seemns likely that
the Maddozx and the four rocket-firing carrier
planes that joined in her defense would
easlly have destroyed all the attackers.

Certalnly the Communists could not have
been ignorant of the proximity of U.S. air
power when they made thelr Sunday attack.
For that matter they no doubt knew that
the Maddoz alone had the torpedo boats out-
gunned.

It may well be that the attack was a sul-
cide mission plain and simple, the thinking
being that the propaganda value to be gained
from sinking an American ship outweighed
the material risks involved.

The United States has chosen to regard the
attack as an isolated harassing action, and
this seems sound. Legally, the 7th Fleet has
every right to be in international waters as
the Communists, legalists that they are, well
know. Militarily, 1t simply makes no sense
for the Reds to carry their war tc the ses,
where they are hopelessly outelassed,

The quick and firm response to the attack,
first by the Navy and then by the President,
should be warning enough to the Commu-
nists not to try such foolishness again.

{From the New York Post, Auvg. 6, 196¢]
THE U.N. AND VIETNAM

Clearly the United States does not seek a
wider war. Let us hope Asia’s Communists
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do not either. The initial Soviet, response,
as given by Tass, was quite restrained. While
deploring U.S. “aggressive actions,” the
statement avoided committing Moscow to
doing anything about them.

At the UN, the Soviet delegate was equal-
ly restrained. His request that a repre-~
senhtative of North Vietnam he invited to
participate was doubly significant.

It served to suggest that Moscow did not
know what its Communist brethren in Asia
were up to. It also set up interesting pos-
sibilities of dividing Hanoi from Peiping.

Whatever Russia’s motives, there is every
reason to invite North Vietnam. i

“It is a solemn responsibility,” said Pres-
ident Johnson Tuesday night when he dis-

closed an air strike was In progress, “‘to have
to order even limited military action by
forces whose overall strength is as vast and
as awesome as those of the United States of
Amerlea.”

That awesome strength makes it all the
more bafling that the North Vietnamese
should be seeking to provoke us. Direct
contact with the representatives of Hanoi
. Inay shed some light on this.

North Vietnam may not like our vessels
presence in the Tonkin Gulf. The Commu-
nists have always been sensitive about their
frontlers—almost of the point of paranoi.
But nelther does the United States exactly
welcome electronically equipped Soviet ves-
sels carrying on continuous survelllance off
Cape Kennedy.

But we put up with it. The right of ships
to voyage on the high seas is incontestable.
The response of the United States was whol-
ly predictable. The guestion remains: Why
did Hanoi do it?

The more basic question, however, is,
Where are we heading in Vietnam? Are we
being sucked into a dark tunnel from which
there may be no egress?

Ambassador Stevenson eloquently stated
our case. But it was a limited hbrief, large-
1y restricted to justifying our air strikes un-
der the right of self-defense set forth in
article 51 of the U.N. Charter.

We owed this explanation to the UN. But
the U.N. should be more than a sounding
board.

The smaller nations, those not directly in-
volved in the dispute, and therefore capable
of some detachment, should be encouraged
to come forward with proposals for media-~
tion, perhaps conciliation.

Several weeks ago U Thant called for a
new Geneva Conference. If the parties in-

- volved in the war could reach an agree-
ment, Thant sald, the U.N. could play a role
in seeing that the agreement was carried
out. “Even at this late hour,’ he sug-
gested, “means might be found to end the
war.”

Nothing happened. The United States is
agaln  perilously close to a major military
venture on the Aslan mainland. Surely be-
fore we venture further, a major effort should
be made to open up channels of communica-
tion with our adversaries.

‘“Blessed are the peacemakers,” said Pres-
ident Johnson in June, quoting the Bible in
a foreign policy speech that coupled firm-
ness with an olive branch.

Provocative as the Communists have been,
that still remains true.

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

(Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr.
Speaker, this resolution comes before us
as the result of the recent and dramatic
episode in southeast Asia. The evidence
is overwhelming that our ships, on regu-
lar patrol duty moving in international
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waters, were subject to deliberate and
unprovoked attacks., These were not
accidents; nor can they be dismissed as
incidents.

Let us be clear what we are doing if
we pass this resolution. We are not
establishing a precedent. On four pre-
vious occasions, dating back to 1955, the
Congress has recognized that an expres-
sion of its approval and support for the
President in moments of international
tension has served a salutary purpose in
his conduct of international affairs.

Our adversaries have already put their
propaganda machines to work and we
need to make our stand very clear.
Every honorable approach that will as-
sist the peoples of southeast Asia to live
and work in peace will be fully and
candidly examined. At the same time
we serve notice that we are prepared to
use our military strength to repel with
whatever degree of force is necessary any
attacks upon our forces.

As you know, the immediate purpose
of this resolution arose out of attacks
upon our ships engaged in routine patrol
in the Gulf of Tonkin.

Mr. Speaker, this is one of those occa-
sions when all of us, of whatever politi-

. cal persuasion, unite behind our Com-

mander in Chief. I hope this resolution
will receive the unanimous approval of
the House.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the distinguished majority
leader, the gentleman from Oklahoma
[Mr. ALBERT].

(Mr. ALBERT asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, this reso-
lution supports the determination of the
President of the United States to take
all necessary measures, including the use
of armed force, to repel any armed at-
tack on forces of the United States, to
prevent further aggression, and to defend
the peace and security of southeast Asia.

At this time the United States is facing
the most serious military confrontation
since the Cuban missile crisis of 1962.
All of us are aware of the recent develop-
ments in the Gulf of Tonkin and the
threat that this poses for the peace of
southeast Asia.

Ships of the U.S. Navy have been at-
tacked twice by PT-type boats from
Communist North Vietnam. These at-
tacks have taken place against American
vessels which were lawfully present in in-
ternational waters off the coast of Viet-
nam, and were deliberate and unpro-
voked acts of aggression. For 10 years
and through the terms of three Ameri-
can Presidents, the Communist regime in
North Vietnam has been violating inter-
national agreements and provoking the
United States with its belligerent be-
havior. These two recent and unjustifia-
ble attacks against American ships and
American men have brought the only re-
sponse possible: we have struck back not
only at their attacking ships, but at the
bases of the attacking power, that is,
against the original point of aggression.

In this time of trouble, the President
has asked the Members of Congress to
act at once on a congressional resolution
expressing U.S. determination to take
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such measurés as may be necessary to
support freedom, and to defend peace in
southeast Asia. It is a resolution that
States, in words clear and concise, the
principles and the policy that this coun-
try has adopted and upon which we stand
united.

Similar resolutions have been passed
at other crucial times in our history.
Such resolutions since the 1950’s have
received overwhelming bipartisan sup-
port from this Chamber. In January of
1955, President Eisenhower asked Con-
gress for emergency authorization to use
American armed might to protect For-
mosa and the Pescadores Islands. He
wanted to use the 7th Fleet, the same fleet
that is patrolling the sea off the coast of
Vietnam today. Two years later, in Jan-
uary 1957, President Eisenhower asked
Congress for a mandate to use American
Armed Forces at his discretion in the
Middle East. And,in September of 1962,
both Houses of Congress in a joint resolu-
tion stated that President Kennedy
should use whatever means may be nee-
essary, including the use of arms, to fight
communism in Cuba and in this hemi-
sphere.

In every case, Mr. Speaker, this bipar-
tisan congressional support has had the
same effect—to let both friend and foe
know that in time of crisis the American
people will not permit party differences
to divide them in meeting their respon-
sibilities in the world,

The United States .is presently facing
in southeast Asia a challenge similar to
the ones we have faced in the past.in
Turkey, Berlin, Lebanon, the Straits of
Taiwan, and Cuba, The President has
asked us as representatives of the Ameri-
can people for our support. It is now
time for all of us to join together as a
nation firmly united behind our Com-
mander in Chief and to express our com-
plete confidence in him and in his
leadership.

At the end of his speech in Syracuse
this week, the President said, and these
are words that deserve the close attention
of people everywhere: “Let not friend
needlessly fear nor foe vainly hope that
this is a nation divided in this election
year. Our free election, our full and frec
debate are America’s strength, not Amer-
ica’s weakness.”

Mr. Speaker, I join the distinguished
gentleman from Pennsylvania and the
distinguished gentlewoman from Ohio in
urging prompt enactment of this resolu-
tion.

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from Indiana, our
minority leader [Mr. HALLECK].

Mr. HALLECK. Mr, Speaker, I rise in
support of this resolution.

May I say first of all it is public knowl-
edge that the congressional leaders from
both sides of the aisle were called to a
meeting at the White House last Tuesday
evening. At that time we were given in-
formation concerning decisions with re-
spect to certain military activities in
the Gulf of Tonkin area. I think it
should be made clear, and properly so, at
this time, that orders for retaliatory ac-
tion against the forces of North Vietnam
had been issued prior to the meeting and
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that the apparent purpose of the meeting
was to inform us that such decision had
been made.

I do not say this In any critical fashion
at all because, as I pointed out originally,
I support the President In his decision as
stated at the White House the other eve-
ning. As a matter of fact, I have sald
on & number of occaslons here on the
floor of the House, and at the White
House when circumstances seemed to in-
dieate such comument might be in order
that on matters concerning the security
of our country, and particularly when
those matters involve armed aggression
against the property and people of the
United States and our flag, T stand with
the President of the United States.

I think we all should realize that the
enactment of this resolution does not
solve all of our problems in southeast
Asla. There will continue to be serious
problems. Developments and policies of
our Government will, as they have in the
past, continue in the future to arouse the
intense interest of the American people,
and will Hkewise continue to involve the
deep concern of all of us.

Having said as much, I say again I
support this resolution as a clear indica-
tion on the part of the Congress of our
determination to be a united people in
the face of any threats to our liberty.

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr.
Speaker, I yleld 3 minutes to the gentle-
man from Indiansa [Mr. Apam]l.

Mr. ADAIR. Mr, Speaker, I, too, rise
in support of the resolution which is be-
fore us today. This is similar to but not
identical with previous resolutions to
which reference has been made—the
Formosa resolution, the Middle East res-
clution, and others.

There was some concern in the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs about certain
of the wording in this resolution. It is
my understanding that that objection is
being met, at least In part, by sction
taken in the other body and by action
proposed by the chalrman here today.

Mr. MORGAN. That is correct.

Mr. ADAIR., I thank the chairman.
I think this 15 & step in the proper direc-
tion.

There are two points about which
Members have expressed concern, espe-
cially, in this resolution: In the first
place, if we vote for it are we abdicating
our congressional rights and our con-
gressional responsibilities with respect to
the declaration of war and with respect
to foreign affairs generaily? :

This matter was raised in committee
and we were given assurance that it was
the attitude of the Executive that such
was not the case, that we are not impair-
ing our congressional prerogatives.

Secondly, the question has been raised
as to whether by voting for this resolu-
tion we say in effect that we are ap-
proving all of the U.8. policies in south-
east Asia in the past and are giving ap-
proval, In advance, for such actions as
the President may see fit to take in the
future. Here again the answer is in the
negative. By voting for this resolution it
is my understanding that we are meeting
a speclfic situation. The American flag
has been fired on. We are saying we will
hot and cannot tolerate such things. We

will stand in defense of our flag and our
freedoms solidly behind the President.
This we are saying by this resoclution.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. ADATR. 1 yleld to the gentleman
from New Jersey.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Do I cor-
rectly understand that section 2 of this
resolution does constitute an implemen-
tation of article IV of the Southeast Asia
Collective Defense Treaty itself? This
treaty says that in the event of danger
there will be measures taken in each
country in accordance with its constitu-
tional basis? In other words, does this
resolution give positive powers to the
President to act with respect to our re-
sponsibilities as a member of SEATO?

Mr. ADAIR. It does s0. Within the
framework the gentieman has described,
and, of course, subject to the Constitu-
tion of the United States.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I thank the
gentleman.

(Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mrs., FRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
BRrOOMFIELD].

(Mr. BROOMFIELD asked and was
gliven permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BROOMFIELD. Mr. Speaker, as
cosponsor of the joint resolution to pro-
mote the maintenance of peace and se-
curity In southeast Asia, I urge its adop-
tlon by my colleagues.

We are well aware of events in the past
few days in which U.S. naval vessels were
repeatedly attacked on two different oc-
casions In international waters by naval
craft of North Vietnam.

Our destroyers eluded injury to their
ships and men on each of these occasions,
and managed to sink or seriously cripple
three of the attacking North Vietnam
patrol boats.

In quick response to this unprovoked
aggression on the high seas, naval alr-
craft from our carriers destroyed or dam-
aged 25 North Vietnamese patrol boats.
In addition, extensive damage was done
to the bases and fuel stores for these
boats.

This is not the first occasion in our
Nation's history when our ships were
subjected to attack on the high seas. Let
us hope it is the last.

Any study of American history by the
North Vietnamese or their Red Chinese
masters would have quickly revealed the
folly of such action. Since the-attackers
did not study history, it is our hope that
they have the ability to learn by experi-
ence. -

One of the reasons we are considering
adoption of this joint resolution today is
that we do know what happens if such
aggression and provocation on the part
of the North Vietnamese Communist re-
gime goes unpunished.

We are well aware of the many occa-
sions of invasion, of infiltration, or sub-
version and terror which have been
spread by this regime to its peaceful
neighbors.

Approved For isiaser3R9BRALO R UL RBPESBROMERR000200160052.4 4.7 1

‘We are well aware of the Iact that
these latest attacks involving our naval
vessels is only one instance in a chain
of outrages since the Communists gained
control of North Vietnam.

Also, we are well aware that the North
Vietnamese are not capable of continu-
ing their aggressive policies against their
southeast Asian neighbors without con-
siderable amounts of outside assistance.

We know, for instance, that the patrol
boats which attempted the unprovoked
assaults upon our naval craft were manu-
factured in the Soviet Union. We know
further that Red China has contributed
considerable amounts of arms, equip-
ment, and even manpower to further
whet the aggressive appetite for conquest
of North Vietnam'’s leaders.

This resolution states specifically that
the Congress:

Approves and supports the determlnation
of the President, as Commander in Chief, to
take =all necessary measures to repel any
armed attack against the forces of the United
States and to prevent further aggression.

It further states that the United
States:

Regards as vital to its naticnal interest and
to warld peace the maintenance of Interna-
tional peace and security in southeast Asia.

And that the United States is prepared,
as the President determines, to:

Take all necessary steps, including the use
of armed force, to assis> any member or pro-
tocol state of the Southeast Asia Collective
Defense Treaty requesting assistance in de-
fense of its freedom.

This defense of freedom in southeast
Asia is not a new obligation for the
United States. In 1954 when Indochina
was divided and the new, independent
nations of South Vietnam, Laos, and
Cambodia were created, our Nation real-
ized that North Vietnamese aggression
and preoccupation with the territory of
its neighbors were going to be a persist-
ent problem.

South Vietnam almost immediately
asked us\for help, which we promptly
furnished. In 1954 the Manila Pact was
negotiated, a collective defense freaty
between Thailand, the Philippines, Aus-
tralia, New Zealand, Pakistan, the United
States, Britain, and France, extending
protection to South Vietnam, Laos, and
Cambodia.

By 1959 the Communist leaders of
North Vietnam started a campaign of
terror, subversion, and murder in South
Vietnam. Government officials were
shot by assassins sent from north of the
border. Public installations were blown
apart by saboteurs. Every possible device
was used by the Reds to spread terror,
confusion, and chaos throughout South
Vietnam. -

As the terror tactics increased and as
the North Vietnamese became increas-
ingly more open in their attacks and
their infiltration, the Uniled States was
forced to increase its supporting assist-
ance to South Vietnam.

We have seen the same terror tactics
used by the Reds in North Vietnam
against another neighbor, Laos. The
most recent Communist move was the
military offensive against neutralist
forces which began this past May. The
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neutralists were driven irom the Plain
of Jars by the Reds. To meet this threat,
our Government provided Laos with ad-
ditional aireraft and carried out recon-
nalssance missions. When these alrcraft
were fired upon, we supplied fighter cov-
er to give them protection.

Tt can be seen that the Government
of the United States has protected those
nations in southeast Asia unable to pro-
tect themselves for a number of years.
We must certainly Intend to continue
this protectioh, to help them drive the
invaders from their shores and attain
the goals of peace, freedom, and security
from aggression for their peoples.

Why is it so necessary that the United
States be committed so deeply in South
Vietnam? Why is it necessary that so
many Americans be subjected to the
threat of death in that faraway part
of the world? Why is it necessary that
our destroyers patrol the Gulf of Tonkin,
some 65 miles off the North Vietnamese
coast? . X

The first reality is that we are not only
dealing with North Vietnam in this con-
flict. We are also dealing with Red
China, and in some degree, with the So-
viet Union.

The next reality is that while South
Vietnam and Laos are immediate goals
for the Communists, they are far from
being their ultimate objectives in this
important part of the world.

If South Vietnam and Laos should
fall, the tiny nations of Cambodia and
Thailand would find themselves under
almost impossible pressure., They could
%ckly fall to Red infiltration tactics.

e next victim undoubtedly would be
Malaysia, a country with a small popu~
lation, a tiny Army and great wealth.
In Malaysia is Singapore—a port of ex-
treme importance strategically and eco-
nomically. Singapore is comparable to
Gibraltar or the Panama Canal. Who-
ever controls this passageway controls
the sea highways to Europe, to the Near
East, and Africa. -

The newly in ependent nation of
Malaysia is already under extreme pres-
sure from its bullying neighbor to the
south, Indonesia, whose leader, Sukarno,
has made no bones about the fact that
he intends to destroy Malaysia and grab
its wealth for himself as soon as he s
able to do so without suffering too much
in the process.

Sukarno has followed Hitler’s policy of
guns before butter. He lets his people
go hungry so that he can build up his
army and navy. His submarine fleet is
the second largest in the Pacific, second
only to that of the Soviet Union in that
respect. His army is the largest military
force in southeast Asia.

His armed forces have modern equip-
ment, including ground-to-air missiles,

. landing craft, jet fighters and bombers,
all supplied by the Soviet Union. .

Indonesia is the fifth most populous na~
tion in the world, with 100 million citi-
zens, and it is ruled by a man who has
declared himself president for life.

Sukarno already has been successful

. in grabbing Dutch New Guinea by

threatening invasion, and he seems con-
vinced that the same bullying tactics will
eventually yield him Malaysia.

No. 153—%4
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Unless the South Vietnamese, with

our help, are able to hold the line and’

prevent the Communist vise from clos-
ing on southeast Asia, that part of the
world could quickly swing from the side
of freedom to the half-life of a Red
puppet state.

The rich resources of the Malay
Peninsula—both human and natural—
would fall into the hands of the Red
Chinese, resources which the Chinese
Communists need to carry out future
aggressions against such neighbors as
India. In this rich area they could grow
the rice and other food and fiber crops
so badly needed. They could mine the
tin, refine the oil, and grow the rubber
necessary to modernize a military ma-~
chine and keep it in proper working
order. !

Militarily, loss of the Malay Peninsula
to the Communists and the near-Com-
munists such as Sukarno would place
Australia and New Zealand in grave
danger of invasion. The Philippines
would find itself alone and outflanked,
surrounded in a hostile world of Red In-
filtration and terror tactics.

Because of its exposed position, our
main line of defense in the Pacific would
be foreed to fall back thousands of miles
to Hawali.

It is for these reasons that our Nation
cannot vacillate now. We must make it
abundantly clear to the world that we
realize the importance of this area %o
our future and to that of the free world.

It is for these reasons that we applaud
the actions of our President in meeting
this threat guickly and decisively. It is
for this reason that the Congress of the
United States, in this joint resolution,
must stand behind the President and
demonstrate our determination to stand
up for freedom and stop aggression
wherever we find it.

We have been called a paper tiger by
the leaders of Red China, a tiger with-
out real substance. By our actions in

-answer to provocation earlier this week,

we have shown unmistakably in the only
language the Communists seem to com-
prehend, that we decidedly have teeth
and we know how to use them.

On June 10 while the House of Repre-
sentatives was considering the Forelgn
Assistance Act of 1964, I offered an
amendment to the bill to express the
sense of Congress that the President
should use every means to secure the
borders of South Vietnam from infiltra-
tion and stating cur commitment to free-
dom for the people of South Vietnam
and southeast Asia.

That resolution was not adopted at the
time of the deliberations on the foreign
aid bill some 8 weeks ago. However, the
chairman of the House Committee on
Foreign Affairs, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania, promised that this reso-
lution would be considered by the com-
mittee as separate legislation.

At the time of our deliberations on the
foreign aid bill in June, none of us could
have foreseen the events which have
caused our consideration of this joint
resolution today. :

Those of us who were anxious for in-
clusion of a statement of the sense of
Congress on the Far East situation in the
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forelgn aid bill are extremely pleased to
support this joint resolution we are con-
sidering today.

I, for one, feel that such an expression
of determination, coupled with the swift
and fitting response the United . States
has taken to this act of unwarranted ag-
gression, will warn our enemies that we
do not intend to drop our guard just be-
cause this happens to be an election year.
- No matter what our political differ-
ences, no matter how we see issues and
answers, America is united in its deter-
mination to keep its word, to support
freedom, and to shoulder its respon-
sibilitles.

Mr. MORGAN. . Mr. Speaker, I yield
4 minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. ZABLOCKI].

Mr., ZABLOCKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to urge prompt and unanimous adoption
of the resolution now before the House.
I applaud the bipartisan expression of
support of President Johnson. This is
how it should be. We must not let pol-
{tics divide us when our country’s na-
tional interest and security are at stake,

For the past 10 years, the peace in
southeast Asia has been jeopardized and
repeatedly violated by the persistent
efforts of the Communist powers to in-
filtrate, subvert, and overthrow the legit-
imate governiments of the free nations
of that area of the world.

The aggressive and expansionist pol-
icies of the Asian Communist powers
have visited untold suffering, misery,
and death upon thousands of people
whose only desire has been to live in
peace, to improve their material well-
being, and to build a better world for
their children.

Neither the aged, the women, nor chil-
dren have been spared by the Commu-
nist campaign of terror and drive to
dominate southeast Asia.

Further, beginning this month, the
Communist campaign has moved ‘into a
new dimension: .

No longer satisfied with systematic
subversion and guerrilla warfare which
they have been waging in South Viet-
nam— )

No longer satisfied with partial inva-
sion of Laos in clear violation of the 1962
Geneva accords—

No longer satisfied with the progres-
sive encirclement and penetration of
Thailand and Cambodia—

It appears the Communist powers of
Asia have decided to write a new chap-
ter in their long campaign of military
agegression and flouting of international
law.

Without provocation—without justi-
fication of any kind—they have
launched successive attacks on the naval
vessels of the United States moving
through international waters of the Gulf
of Tonkin.

The sequence of events of the past few
days is clear.

On August 2, the U.S. destroyer Mad-
dox was attacked by North Vietnamese
torpedo boats and, firing in self-defense,
the Maddox drove off the attackers.

The U.S. Government, responding im-
mediately to this unprovoked attack,
warned the Hanoi regime that any fur-
ther military attacks on American forces
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would entail “grave consequences” for
the Communists.

In spite of this warning, only 2 days
later—on August 4—U.S. destroyers,
the Maddox and the C. Turner Joy, were
again attacked by North Vietnamese tor-
pedo boats in international waters. The
attack lasted 2 hours, It constituted,
without a shadow of a doubt, an act of
overt military aggression.

The response of the United States to
this second attack was again immediate
and necessary: President Johnson or-
dered air strikes against the North Viet-
namese torpedo boats and their support-
ing facilities on the coast of North Viet-
nam. These attacks were carried out
prompitly.

The action on the part of the United
Btates is clear and is notable on several
accounts—and we must keep them
clearly in mind:

It was justified.

It was necessary.

It was immediate.

And finally—and very importantly—
it showed tremendous restraint on the
part of a great power in responding to
a provocation of a small power.

The United States acted—and acted
without hesitation—but also in a manner
proportionate to the provocation.

The action of the United States was
consistent with our obligations to our
irlends and allles in southeast Asia—
with article 51 of the United Nations
Charter—and with our own vital interests
in that region of the world. As chair-
man of the subcommittee which has
dealt with legislation affecting this area
for many years, I have no hesitation—
no doubts—in making this statement.

Mr. Speaker, the resolution before the
House—a resolution which was approved
without a dissenting vote by the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs—endorses the
action of President Johnson in respond-
ing promptly, effectively and with mod-
eration to the unprovoked attack by the
North Vietnamese torpedo boats upon
our naval vessels. The resolution further
expresses the support of the Congress for
the determination of the President to
take such action as may be necessary,
now and in the future, to restrain or
repel Communist aggression in south-
east Asla.

I believe that prompt and unanimous
adoption of this resolution by the House
of Representatives is warranted and nec-
eSSary.

For the past 10 years, we have been ac-
tively and increasingly engaged in the
pursuit of peace in southeast Asia, as
we have been for much longer in other
parts of the world.

We have attempted through moral sua-
sion, through economic and military as-
sistance, and now through the direct use
of power in the defense of our own forces
to promote the establishment and main-
tenance of viable and independent states,
free to pursue their own national desti-
nles, secure from interference from any
quarter.

We have endeavored to support and
strengthen the Geneva agreements of
1954 and 1962 which have these very ob-
jectives.
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And we are determined to continue in
the pursuit of these goals.

Our determination in this respect must
be made clear to all.

We seek no territorial gain—nor any
spheres of Influence in southeast
Asis—but we are determined to resist
with power appropriate to the occasion,
any attempt on the part of the Commu-
nist regimes of Asia to enslave these free
countries.

The measure before the House ex-
presses our resolve. Its meaning should
be clear to all. Its adoption by the
House should put to rest any doubts
about our national will and determina-
tion on this issue.

It is for this reason, Mr. Speaker, that
I again urge the House to give prompt
and unanimous approval to the resolution
before us,

M, Speaker, our domestic press as well
as much of the responsible press of the
world supports President Johnson's de-
cision. At this point I ask unanimous
consent to include several editorials com-
menting on the President’s order of
retaliation.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

The editorials referred to arc as
follows:

{From the Milwaukee {Wis.) Journal,
Aug. 5, 19684
Hour orF Risx

The Nation will support its President in
his decision to make a “positive reply” to
North Vietnamese naval strikes by attacking
Vietnamese gunboats and supporting shore
facilities. As Commander in Chief, the
President is responsible for the natlonal
securlty, and his must be the decision when
that security 1s at stake.

It was reassuring to have President John-
son empheasize in his broadcast statement to
the Nation that “we seek no wider war,” that
our response “will be limited and fitting.”

The purpose of the North Vietnamese at-
tacks on our destroyers is unclear. Cer-
tainly no navy consisting of 16 gunboats,
even speedy gunboats of relatively modern
design, could hope to have much effect
against the mighty 7th Pleet. It could do
iittle more than sting a few vesseis, and the
Navy says that it falled to even do that.
Why, then, stir up a hornet'’s nest? Major
North Vietnamese cities, even Hanol, the
capital, are within easy striking distance of
our carrlers in the Gulf of Tonkin. One of
the handicaps which the Unlted States has
voluntarily assumed in alding South Veitnam
to resist aggresslon has been to leash its
naval forces in the area. Yet the Navy has
placed an important role In patroliing the
major Chinese-North Vietnam supply route
in the Tonkin Gulf.

It may be that the North Vietnamese, with
the backing of Communist China, were test-
ing the American will. If so, they have thefr
answer.

This perlod following our swift reaction
18 one of risk and danger, of course. Com-
munist China i8 undoubtedly in a state of
soul searching. Will 1t openly joln the war
In Vietnam now that attack has been made
on North Vietnam? What of the Soviet
Union, pledged to help any Communist na-
tion which is attacked—a pledge now under
a shadow because of the Sino-Soviet 1dec-
logical apllt which has been tearing the
Communist world apart.

This is no Korea, where the Chinese could
literally choke a narrow penisula with hordes
of men. This is southeast Asia, a wide and
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difficult terrain not suited for mass action.
Chinese mliltary equipment is outmoded and
lacking in parts. Chinese people are hungry.
They lack oll and other maeterlal vital to
modern military action. Still, China 1s a
Pproud nation, harassed on many sides. It
could choose to act. The risk is there.

There is some danger that this country
may tend to overreact to North Vietnamese
stings because of our politlcal situation.
President Johnson has been under attack
for what opponents call a no-win policy
in southeast Asia. He has been unwisely
urged to escalate the war. Under such
clreumstances a President can be handicap-
ped in making vital decisions,

President Johnson will need courage and
patlence and restraint to keep the Nation
from the wider war that he—and all men
who realize what modern war is—wish to
avoid. Firmness in the right, as the Presi-
dent says, “is indispensable today for peace.”
Measured firmness—and ‘‘its mission s
peace.”

{From the Baltimore (Md.) Sun, Aug. 7,
1964)

RESOLUTION IN CRIsis

The gathering together of the Nation’s
resources at times of grave crisls 1s admir-
ably reflected in the dispatch with which
Congress has moved to assoclate 1tself with
President Johnson's directives in southeast
Asia. The joint resolution authorizing the
Chlef Executive to take “all necessary meas-
ures' to repel attack and to extend assistance
in the defense of allles throughout southeast
Asia is & broad expression of confidence, but
its chief usefulness is not as a grant of
power. Its primary purpose 15 to demon-
strate to enemies who may yet be consider-
ing provocative excursions that the United
States, in full unity, is wholly determined to
yield neither principle nor territory to ruth-
less aggressors.

The resclution is not the only earnest of
American intent. While the House and Sen-
ate deliberated yesterday, reinforeing ships
and planes were moving into position to
meet new thrusts—whether they come again
from North Vietnam or openly from Red
China. If the fighting spreads in the wake
of the retaliatory strike against Hanol, how-
ever, it will not be by American choice. That
blow was & one-time operation, not to be
repeated unless there are new forays from
the other side. Subsequent military deploy-
ment has been solely a defensive precaution.

While opposing forces stand tensely in
border zones, watching carefully for ominous
motion, the United Nations Security Coun-
cil is golng ahead with plans to hear from
the two Vietnams. If open conflict can be
avolded before the talking starts, some of
the heat may be taken out df the crisis. If
North Vietnam can make any defense of the
attacks on American ships, the world would
like to hear it. The United States will not
walt 1dly for an explanation which may never
come. Until the threat of aggression has
receded the ramparts will be manned, and
the soldier or airman at the most distant
outpost has the support of his Government
and his people. That is what the congres-
sfonal resolution tells the world,

[From the Watertown (N.Y.) Daily Time-.
Aug. 5, 1964]
P:ESIDENT ORDERS RETALIATION

The positive and direct action ordered Ly
President Johnson against the North Viet-
namrese ports sheltering Communist PT boats
was the only honorable course open. There
was no other way if the Communists were
to know for a certainty that this Nation
would retaliate forcibly and with telling
effect any unprovoked hostile action.

President Johnson went to the Nation over
the television and radio networks shortly
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before midnight Tuesday and dramatically
announced that air action was being exe-
cuted agalnst the gunboats of North Viet-
nam which had attacked U.S. destroyers in
the Gulf of Tonkin.

The President warned that repeated acts
of violence against the Armed Forces of the
United States must be met not only with
alert defense but with positive reply. The
Nation takes pride in the strong stand taken
by the President, one that will serve as a
warning to the Communist nations.

The President, and his advisers, fully real-
ize that this retaliatory move might spark
armed reaction from China. But he empha-~-
sized that the air strike, undertaken by
U.8. Navy planes in a series of attacks against
the Red craft and their shore facilities, will
be, for the present, limited and fitting.

* Whether the action taken by the United
States will result in any extended armed con-
flict rests entirely on Red China and the
North Vietnamese. They hold the key to
the situation, a situation that could easily
have far-reaching effects if they declde to
_ increase their hostilities,

For all intents and purposes President
Johnson does not plan to order any addi-
tlonal strikes unless there is provocation by
the Communists. And then such retallatory
measures will come effectively and in force.

The next few days will be of critical im-
portance as Red China, apparently surprised
at the President’s sudden retaliatory de-
cislon, comes to a decision. Peiping must
know that this United States means busi-
ness in making its pledge to defend the se-
curity of southeast Asia as well as Amer-
ican ships in international waters.

China is not in a position, economical-
1y or militarily, to let the situation get out
of hand and become involved in a war. Pei-
ping has a huge military machine, as far as
manpower 1s concerned, but any sustained
campalgn Is out of the question. It must
be kept in mind that the country lacks food
and gasoline supplies and cannot rely on any
assistance from Moscow due to thelr ideologi-
cal dispute which has brought about a wid-
ening breach between the two Communist
countries,

President Johnson's decision drew com-
mendation throughout the Nafion and has
received bipartisan endorsement In high po-
litical . circles. Senator BarRRY (GOLDWATER,
the Republican Presidential nominee, is
standing solidly behind the President’s ac-
tion, The Senator has long advocated a
sterner U.S. policy toward Communist forces
in North Vietnam and throughout the world.

Before making his statement to the Na-
tion the President took the Senator into his

confildence and immediately received whole-

hearted approval. Both were in agreement
that this Nation cannot allow the American
flag to be shot at anywhere on earth if we
are to retaln our respect and prestige. De-
cislve action could not be delayed regard-
less of whether this is election year.

The United States is powerful in the Far
East, It is in a position to meet all emer-
gencies which might arise. The military
strength of 225,000 men, thousands of planes
end 125 ships of the Tth Fleet,! with
others nearby, should prove a deterrent to
Red China.

President Johnson, in meeting the chal-
lenge posed by the Reds, acted on the princi-
ple that strong and effective action would
prevent the crisis from developing into a
full-scale war, . )

In closing his address to the American peo-
ple he remarked: “Firmness in the right
is indispensable today for peace. That firm-~
ness will always be measured. Its mission
is peace.” It was only through such firm-
ness displayed by the late President John
F. Kennedy that a nuclear war with Rus-
sia over Cuba was avoided 2 years ago.

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr,
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
Grossl.

(Mr. GROSS asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, this resolu-
tion neither gives nor fakes from the
President any authority already dele-
gated to him to act in an emergency or
crisis,

Neither is it a declaration of war.

1t is in the nature of an after-the-fact
sense resolution endorsing an action al-
ready taken by the President. For what-
ever value it may have as an expression
of unity in this emergency, I will sup-
port the resolution. :

However, I am sick and tired of ap-
proving resolutions which try to imply
that the United Nations has provided
more than token opposition to the halt-
ing of the Communist world conspiracy.

It is Americans and Vietnamese who
are fighting and dying in Vietnam. Ap-
parently that polyglot organization,
known as the United Nations, could care
less about what happens in southeast
Asia.

Yesterday, in the Committee on For-
eign Affairs, I urged that the word “Con-
stitution,” as used in the resolution, be
properly identified as the “Constitution
of the United States.” That suggestion
was rejected.

I am pleased that the chairman of the
committee will offer an amendment to-
day to insert the necessary words.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. GROSS. I yield to the gentelman
from Ohio.

(Mr. ASHBROOK asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks at this
point in the RECORD.)

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I cer-
tainly commend the gentleman from
Jowa [Mr. Gross] for his very cogent
analysis of the situation. I share his
concern. Many of us are glad to see the
President take the action in Vietnam
which he did. There are some pertinent
questions to ask, however. ‘

Does this really represent a policy
switch from the no-win, vacillating
course of events which our State De-
partment has followed? While I hope
it has, I must say I am Indeed apprehen-
sive. We have seen boldneggand resolve
fritter away into indecision and appease-
ment in Berlin, Cuba, and in Laos. In
each case, g strong pronouhcement was
made by the Chief Executive and in each
case, the performance was woefully lack~
ing in resolve. We will have to wait and
see, I certainly hope that President
Johnson learns from the failures of the
past 3 years that we cannot appease the
Communists.

Unfortunately, there are many cir-
cumstances which indicate that there
were political implications to the Viet-
nam action.  Secretary MacNamara has
admitted that the President went on
television and announced the attack on
the North Vietnamese PT boats was in
progress 1 hour and 40 minutes before
the attack actually started. American
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boys should not be sacrificed thusly and
no error should thus jeopardize them
whether prime TV time is at stake or
not.

Further, I feel that it is unfortunate
that any reference at all is made in this
resolution to the United Nations. It
has domonstrated that it is ineffective
in any positive policy which challenges
the Communists at any place in the
world. It has proved a good debating
forum but cannot be counted on in any
crisis or confrontation with the Moscow-
oriented bloc.

One cannot help but think that elec-
tion year politics has played a part in
this decision. Castro attacks on Amer~
ican shipping last year brought no such
response, American boys have been
killed by hit-and-run guerrilla action
which originated in North Vietham with=-
out any positive response. It certainly
cannot be rationalized that an attack on
a destroyer is important but the death’
of scores of our boys and hundreds of
casualties are unimportant. Unless there
has been a total change of policy or elec-
tion year politics had something to do
with the decision, the President’s action
makes little sense, considering the lack of
strong response by our military to simi-
lar land attacks made in the past. The
State Department has hamstrung our
military as a part of their unannounced
disarmament policy just as they agreed
to remove missiles from Turkey as a con-
cession during the Cuban confrontation
of October 1962. Whatever the reason, -
Americans greet this strong action with
a fervent hope that the State Depart-
ment appeasers will see that the Ameri-
can people support firm and forthright
action. The backdown of the Kennedy
administration following a similar reso-
lution on the Cuban crisis should not be
repeated.

Parenthetically, one cannot help but
consider some of the charges from the
left to date and the accusations hurled
at the Republican presidential nominee,
Had he advocated such as action and had
the President not instituted his forth-
right retaliatory attack, can you not
imagine what the Lippmanns, Drum-
monds, and the bleeding hearts of the
left would have been saying? Warmon-
ger, shoot from the hip, impulsive, and
so forth. I can hear it now.

In the hopes, Mr. Speaker, that we are
witnessing some backbone in the State
Department, I apprehensively support
this resolution and firmly back the
President in this crisis.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. SELDEN].

Mr. SELDEN. Mr. Speaker, the pend-
ing resolution supporting the President’s
action in the current southeast Asian
crisis reflects the unity of the American
people in the face of Communist aggres-~
sion'in that area of the world.

Just as President Eisenhower and
President Kennedy received bipartisan
support during the foreign crises which
occurred during their administrations,
the Congress must now stand solidly be-
hind President Johnson’s decision to
meet Communist fire with a firm and un-
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mistakable response. There must be no
doubt, Mr. Speaker, that our people are
determined to support whatever steps are
necessary to safeguard our interests and
those of the free world against Commu-
nist aggression,

I urge the immediate adoption of the
pending resolution.

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr.
Spesaker, I yield 2 minutes to the distin-
gulshed gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
DERWINSKI].

(Mr. DERWINSKI asked and was glv-
en permission to revise and extend his
remarks.)

© Mr. DERWINSKI. Mr. Speaker, in
any hour of internationsal crisis, the de-
termination of the U.S. Government and
its people to maintain the freedom of our
own land and strive for the freedom of
all people must be dramatically re-
affirmed, and, therefore, I join in support
of this resolution.

However, I feel it practical to construct
8 public record here this afternoon re-
emphasizing two important points often
overlooked. The first is the importance
of the Congress, the legislative branch,
in the proper direction and implementa-
tion of foreign affairs. We have too often
been told that foreign affrirs is the ex-
clusive realm of the Executive, and In
the last 31, years we have been expected
to rubberstamp many dublious foreign
policy decisions of the administration.

Nevertheless, at the present moment of
crists in southeast Asia, where our naval
vessels, moving in international waters,
were subject to unprovoked attack, the
importance of this congressional resolu-
tion cannot be overestimated.

Therefore, I think it would be consist-
ent that the effectiveness of the legisla-
tive branch be utilized in the continual
conduct of foreign affairs, not just in
resolution form in periodic crisis.

Second, may I point out that it was
the sense of Congress in specifically pro-
viding increased funds for Vietnam that
we were providing for a “win"” policy
rather than a “no win" or accommoda-
tion policies, which are clearly this ad-
ministration’s practices.

The determination of President John-
son to demonstrate our strength and to
effectively retaliate against any unpro-
voked attack such as occurred earlier
this week is supported by the public and
the Congress in adopting this resolution
is truly expressing overwhelming public
opinion.

May.I also point out, however, that the
rapid and unopposed approval of the res-
olution by the House Foreign Affairs
Committee was based substantially on
testimony we received from Secretaries
Rusk and McNamara. I certainly trust
that time will demonstrate that this tes-
timony was factual and thorough, and
further trust that the policies of the ad-
ministration will be readjusted and the
Congress continually provided with up-
to-date accurate rcports on world
events, rather than kept in the dark by
any deliberate or well-intended policies
of news suppression.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
CHAMBERLAIN].

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. Spesaker, I
am as deeply concerned ahnant the recent

events that have transpired in Vietnam—
and all of their far-reaching implica-
tions—as any Member of this House.
Today we are called upon to approve a
resolution supporting the position the
President has taken. I have no quarrel
with what the President has done—really
there was no alternative to some form
of quick, decisive action such as was
ordered, and I intend to support the res-
olution.

But, Mr. Speaker, I am very disturbed
that as a member of the House Armed
Services Committee I must run to the
newsstand to find out what is going onin
southeast Asia.

Yesterday both the Foreign Relations
and the Armed Services Committees of
the other body met jointly to consider
this resolution. The House Armed Serv-
ices Committee has had no briefings that
I know of on the recent aggression in
Vietnam and I have been told that none
are planned at the present time.

Just last week I wrote to my distin-
gulshed chalrman of the House Armed
Services Committee urging that our Viet-
nam hearings which began in early May,
and have never been concluded, be re-
sumed and that the committee be pro-
vided with regular brieflngs thereafter
to keep abreast of the fast-moving events
in that troubled area of the world. Two
days ago the chalrman wrole to advise
me that he plans no briefings for mem-
bers of the Armed Services Committee in
connection with the current ecrisis in
Vietnam. This is beyond my comprehen-
slon, for, as a Member of this House of
Representatives and its Committee on
Armed Services, I find thatif I am to be
informed on what Is golng on in the
world today, I must do so on my own and
am not even accorded the briefings that
have been made avaliable to the members
of the press.

While I join in supporting the Presi-
dent's action—I wish I had more infor-
mation about what is happening in Viet-
nam todey and had a reliable source of
inteiligence beyond the newsstand.

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr.
Speaker, I yleld to the gentleman from
Texas [Mr, FOREMAN].

(Mr. FOREMAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FOREMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of this resolution expressing
the will and the determination of this
country to ;,‘;’ xct freedom against Com-
munist _3gressors. Certalnly, most
Americans everywhere favored the Pres-
ident’s military action taken in retalia-
tion to the provocative action by the
Communists off the coast of Vietnam.

However, I am concerned, and I do
not necessarily endorse the action that
was outlined on the front page of the
Washington Post this morning surround-
ing this action and schedule of events in
this grave matter.

The news article this moming stated
that Secretary of Defense McNamara re-
leased & detailed summary yesterday aft-
ernoon of the U.8. air raids which showed
that the initial attack on the North
Vietnam bases did not take place until
1:15 am. eastern daylight time,
Wednesday, a full hour and a half later
after the President had announced that
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ajr action was in operation. Less than
1 hour ago, I confirmed this report
through Secretary McNamara’s Penta-
gon office. We have heard an awful lot
in these past few weeks about trigger
happy, Iirresponsibility, I say to the
House, What is this? What is this when
we give an hour and a half notice of our
attack upon the Communists? What
kind of action is this? What kind of re-
sponsibility is it when the President of
the United States appears on the tele~
viston networks so that he can talk na-
tionwide to the people to tell them one
hour and a half ahead that our planes
are coming in. Why, this is better notice
to the enemy than they could get with an
alert radar defense system.

Can this kind of nationwide television
appearance and statement during prime
viewing time be termed publicity-happy,
political irresponsibility? Could such
action as that be called “shooting from
the lip”? The parents, the wives, and
the families of the American boys that
were killed in these airstrikes are going
to be asking a very grave and penetrat-
ing question, "Would we have our son
or husband or deddy if the Communists
had not been warned an hour and a half
ahead of time?” Yes, Mr. Speaker,
Americans everywhere will ponder this
question, and others, in the days and
weeks ahead. Certainly, Mr. Speaker,
I support this resolution expressing our
willingness and determination to stand
firm and strong against Communist ag-
gressors. I have been calling and plead-
ing and working for such an expression
and policy since the beginning of this
administration. I am thankful that the
administration has finally recognized
that extreme measures in the defense
of American lives and naval ships is no
vice.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he meay require to the
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
PFOUNTAIN].

Mr. FOUNTAIN. Mr. Speaker, I want
to assoclate myself with the views which
have already been expressed in support
of the very fine and positive action which
was taken by the President in response
to repeated Communist provocation in
the Tonkin Gulf, and in support of the
pending Vietnam resolution,

Unquestionably, the President acted
wisely in the interest and hope of pre-
venting an expansion of the conflict. It
is essential that we too act wisely today
by giving this resolution overwhelming
support. I hope it will be unanimous.

This resolution makes it unmistakably
clear to all the world, especially to both
the Hanoi and Peiping regimes, that this
country is no “paper tiger” and that our
normal tolerance and patience should
never be misunderstood.

Mr, Speaker, the President had no
honorable slternative for our country
except to retaliate, but he did it with
restraint. In an extremely critical and
dangerous situation, he acted with a cool
head and a steady hand.

The resolution we are now discussing
says in no uncertain language that the
American people are solidly behind our
President in his determination to re-
strain or repel Communist aggression in
southeast Asia.
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It expresses the approval and support
of this Congress of such action as the
President, both now, and hereafter, may
find necessary in defense of peace and
freedom in southeast Asia.

The facts are clear. The action taken
was firm and positive and limifted and
measured. It was an act of self-defense.
Let us hope that our own restraint will
be an example to all who would war
against us, but let us be prepared in the
event our example is not followed.

T.et us hope the attacks have ended,
pbut let us prepare to respond with even
more forceful retaliation, if such be-
comes necessary. In fact, let us leave
no stone unturned in expediting our im-
mediate readiness to do whatever may
become neccessary to restrain or repel
the dogs of war. .

Let us also properly evaluate this
erisis in its global context in which
seemingly hopeful tendencies toward
peace will not lull us into any illusions
about the aggressive designs of North
Vietnam and its Chinese Communist
Sponsor. '

Above everything, let us make as clear
as humanly possible our hopes and
aspirations for peace and also our de-
termination to fight, if need be, with
whatever force may prove hecessary, to
protect and defend our rights and our
freedom and the rights and freedom of
-our friends. )

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1% minutes to the gentleman from Con-
necticut [Mr, MoNAGaN].

Mr. MONAGAN. Mr. Speaker, this
resolution is an appropriate and neces-
sary one, even though from a legal view-
point it may not add too greatly, if at
all, to the powers that the President has.
Nevertheless, under the circumstances,
where this attack was a surprise attack,
and opportunity for the President to
gain the support of the Congress and
of the country was not possible, this
reference to the Congress is a desirable
thing. It gives added sanction and sup-
port to the President at a critical time in
the vital decision which he has made as
well as the choices which may well lie
ahead for him.

Mr. STRATTON., Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONAGAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from New York.

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Speaker, the
gentleman mentioned that this was a
surprise attack. Is not the record also
clear that our aircraft caught the North
Vietnamese completely by surprise; and
any indication to this House that our fly-
ers went in there against forewarned op-
position is therefore totally and com-
pletely incorrect and a grave disservice
to the country and to our great Navy?

Mr. MONAGAN. Of course, that is
true. It is also true that there was no
opportunity, as has been suggested, for
the President to confer with the Con-
gress or with anybody else and this is
the first chance we have had to show
that we support his action, as we do.
I am sure this joint resolution will be
voted unanimously.

Mr. Speaker, I support this resolution
and ask that the House also support it
unanimously.

‘Peiping.
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(Mr. MONAGAN asked and was given
permission. to - revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr,
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the dis-
{inguished gentleman from New York
[Mr. BarRrY].

(Mr. BARRY asked and was given per-
mission to revise and cxtend his re-
marks.) .

Mr. BARRY. Mr. Speaker, in support-
ing the resolution I think we must first
of all be aware of the consequences of
the action we are about to take today.
We must be constantly aware of the real~-
ization that the Chinese think of all
nations to the south as imperialistic na-
tions mainly because they are looking for
an excuse to oppose them—the real rea-
son being that they have been eyeing
the rich rice paddies to the south for
years and their constant harassment of
their southern neighbors is an ever-con-
tinuing policy of landgrabbing. The
nations to the south on the other hand
fear the Chinese in the north, not be-
cause they are Communists, but because
they are Chinese. This has gone on for
hundreds and hundreds of years.

The consequences of U.S. action might
be entirely different from something that
we may expect, because the Chinese may
not fully understand what we intend.
Chinese retaliation depends on how our
thoughts and actions are adjudged in
This could very well develop
into a mass movement of troops into
Laos, a move into Burma, or even a move
into India. Any of these might be the
response of the action taken by the U.S.
Government, I point this out so that we
may understand the consequence of the
action that we are taking.

Nevertheless I uphold the action that
we are talking. We have been struck
and we should strike back.

It is obvious that these attacks by
the North Vietnamese on the U.S. naval
vessels are related directly to the per-
sistent policy of aggression of the North
Vietnamese Communist regime. They
were not isolated events, but part of a
continuing drive to control and even-
tually dominate southeast Asia.

1 am satisfied, by the statements pre-
sented to the House Commitiee on For-
elgn Affairs by Secretary McNamara and
Secretary Rusk, that the attacks oc-
curred in international waters, that they
were unprovoked by the United States,
and that they were deliberate attempts
of aggression to destroy our nhaval ves-
sels. These facts compel the United
States to respond with firm military ac-
tion. Not to contain this threat is to
encourage further military attacks and
continued acts of subversion and en-
croachment in southeast Asia.

The purpose of this resolution is to
declare U.S. determination to assist the
free nations of southeast Asia to defend
themselves against Communist aggres-
sion. In so doing, this statement acts
as a deterrent so our intentions become
fully understood by all concerned.

The United States has no ‘territorial
ambitions—we seek only peace and se-
curity for the peoples of Vietham. Our
immediate intent is one to assist in de-
fense of their freedom and independence.
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We ask only that Peiping and -Hanol
honor the Geneva accords of 1954 and
the Geneva agreements of 1962 by ceas-
ing their attacks of aggression and sub-
version on the Asian Continent.

The determination of the United
States must be declared so there is no
doubt about our response. This was de-
clared in the Formosa resclution of 1955
authorizing the President “to employ the
Armed Forces of the United States,” the
Middle East resolution of 1957 stating
the United States was “prepared to use
Armed Forces,” and the Cuban resolu-
tion of 1962 declaring that the United
States is “determined to prevent by
whatever means may be necessary, in-
cluding the use of arms” Cuban aggres-
sion in any part of the hemisphere.

with these precedents in mind; it is
vitally important to the security of the
entire free world, as well as southeast
Asia, that the U.S. intent be pronounced,
unanimously, once more. o

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
LaAIrD].

(Mr. LAIRD asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of this resolution. I am con--
fident it will be passed with overwhelm-
ing, if not unanimous, support. I am
confident too that if we are attacked
again, we will respond with similar dis-
patch and effectiveness.

Only a policy based on strength and
firmness will prevent war and insure
peace. We in America want peace in
our time and for all time. We recognize
that policies of weakness and indecision
are the historical catalysts that most
surely lead to major all-out war. I sin-
cerely hope that our recent action and
the passage of this resolution promise a
new policy and a new direction in our
dealings with the Communist in south-
east Asia. . .

I am not confident that it does. I am
fearful that it does not signal a funda-
mental change in American policy al-
though I wish it were otherwise, for we
seek peace in this world.

The plain fact is that this naval ac-
tion at sea and our response to it hasnot
removed or lessened or really changed
the critical situation we continue to face
on land in South Vietnam and other
parts of southeast Asia.

The war in Vietham goes on. We still
face a grim choice. ' We have struck at
the north. But if our President meant
what he said about not seeking to widen
the war, then our single reaction does not
represent a lasting change in policy but
rather a “measured response” to a spe-
cial circumstance.

In this sea action, Mr. Speaker, we
have followed the Eisenhower-Dulles
policy of selective retaliation by respond-
ing on a level greater and more costly
to the enemy than his provocative but
unprovoked action was to us. For this, I
commend the President. :

But, T repeat, the land war remains.
And we still have a policy to develop.
We still must decide whether to follow
the Gaullist proposal of withdrawal by
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neutralization or whether to stiffen our
commitment by resolving to take what-
ever steps are necessary to win the war
in that beleaguered area within a rea-
sonable period of time.

In the wake of this irmness—which, in
the interest of peace, I hope will not be
short-lived—Ilet us make that decision.
We must develop and announce to our
friends .as well as to the Communists
what our policy in southeast Asta is as we
face the future.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of
this resolution.

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I vield
112 minutes to the gentleman from Flor-
ida [Mr. FasceLLl.

(Mr. PASCELL asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks and to include certain editorials.)

Mr. FASCELL. Mr, Speaker, although
some of my distinguished colleagues who
have preceded me in this discussion have
expressed doubts and fears about the
strength and determination of this coun-
try, I want to mgke it clear that I have
no lack of confidence in President John-
son; I have no lack of confidence in our
military forces; I have no lack of confi-
dence in our policy; and I have no lack
of confidence in the American people's
determination to fight for the protection
of freedom wherever and whenever it is
hecessary to do so. The resolution be-
fore us expresses that determination and
our confidence In President Johnson's
leadership in time of grave crisis.

Mr. Speaker, this prompt and firm ac-
tion by the President of the United
States supported in this resolution dem-
onstrates to foe and friend the unity of
our people behind President Johnson's
strong and measured leadership in the
protection of our country against Com-
munist aggression,

President Johnson’s prompt military
action should put to rest any erroneous
ideas that the Communists or others
may have that the United States has a
“no win policy”’; or that the United
States is & “paper tiger.” President
Johnson's action also corrects any Com-
munist idea that this administration or
this country is “soft on communism.”

Presldent Johnson's action supported
by this resolution makes it crystal clear
that in today’'s struggle the Communists
will not find & haven behind some arbi-
trary geographic line where they can
maintain a base of operation for their
aggressive acts. This warning by the
United States should not go unnoticed or
unheeded.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to briefly
review what this resolution does not do.

This resolution does not set a prece-
dent. This House and the Congress of
the United States took action similar to
that requested today in the Formosa and
Middle East crises when requested by
President Eisenhower and also took simi-
lar action when requested by President
Kennedy in the Cuba erisis.

This resolution is not a declaration of
war. The language of the resolution
makes that clear as does the legislative
history. Therefore this resolution in no
way impinges on the prerogative of the
Congress to declare war. Furthermore,
no one here today has advocated a dec-
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laration of war. Any Member who feels
that the action supported and authorized
in this resolution 1s not strong enough or
does not go far enough can at any time
introduce under his own name a resolu-
tion declaring war. No Member on either
side of the aisle has done so to my knowl-
edge, and I respectfully submit that in
view of President Johnson’s action such
a resolution of war is not necessary.

Mr. Speaker the pending resolution
does, however, ratify and support the
military action recently ordered and
taken by President Johnson to respond
to the unprovoked Communist armed at-
tacks against the U.S., Navy while in
international waters. The resolution
also authorizes President Johnson to take
such military action in the future if
necessary to protect U.S. military forces
against further Communist attack.

The United States is a great maritime
and naval power. Our right, recognized
under international law, to be on the high
seas and international waters free from
any kind of attack is basle to the main-
tenance of our freedom. We wiil make
it clear in passing this resolution that
Americans are united behind the need
for the use of our military force to pro-
tect and defend this basic freedom.

This resolution also supports the pol-
icy of the United States which we have
taken to preserve freedom in southeast
Asia. It authorizes President Johnson
to take any future action, Including the
use of our military force, to assist, on re-
quest, any country in southeast Asia
which is within the purview of the
Southeast Asia Collective Defense Treaty.

We make no change in our policy that
the United States can best obtain and
malintain peace and expand freedom by
providing economlc, military, and politi-
cal support to those countries and people
who need that help to maintain their
independence and expand their freedoms.
This resolution glves support to this long-
standing U.S. commitment.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution expresses
the unity and desire of the American
people to support President Johnson in
hig actlons to protect the United States
and fight for freedom.

Indicative of the broad public sup-
port which Presldent Johnson has for
his policies, I call attention to the fol-
lowing newspaper editorlals which are
representative of the thinking of Ameri-
can citizens on this matter:

{From the Miami{ Herald, Aug. 8, 1064]
IN Crisis, A FIRM NATION

As swift ag a speeding torpedo from a PT
boat, the situation in Vietnam has blossomed
into full-scale crisis.

American blood has been shed In the first
U.S. military action since the Korean war
that was not purely defensive.

There can be no partisanship in full sup-
port of President Johnson's response to the
repeated provocation—a response that he
called fitting in his solemn report to the
Nation.

Why we are so deeply involved in Vietnam
may have been a political issue before—and
may be again—but not while the Nation's
defenders stand alert in danger,

Senator BAraY GOLDWATER’S approval of the
President's course and the rapid move by
Congress to declare the national purpose are
assurances of unity. Our guick consultation
with the United Nations and our allles in
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wide-ranging pacts are steps to include all
peaceful peoples.

The world watched thls showdown ap-
proach slowly, inevitably, since the United
Btates responded to South Vietnam’s pleas
for help in 1857. Under the Geneva Agree~
ment which guaranteed the security of par-
titioned Vietnam, we drew the line there
against the Communist takeover.

Repeatedly we announced our resistance
to Communist aggression egainst helpless
peoples and hoped that these expressions of
determination would be deterrent enough.

Even when the North Vietnamese attacked
the destroyer Maddoz in International waters
Bunday our reaction was confined to repulse,
not pursuit. This was coupled with s clear
warning that the overt act must not be
repeated.

The Vietnamese fook up the challenge.
Our response 18 now in the record. It in-
cluded an air strike on supply bases in
North Vietnam, with heavy damage,

We have now taken the step that has been
debated for months. The fighting in South
Vietnam has been extended.

The consequences no one can now foresee
but we cannot back away.

The North Vietnamese and thelr Red Chi-
nese mentors still have the cholce. They
may accept the ‘President’s statement that
“there can be no peace by aggression and
no Immunity from reply.” If they do not,
and if the Red Chinese practice their violent
preachings, the danger is acute.

Our rapid buildup of naval and air strength
and the dispatch of reinforcements to the
sizable forces already in southeast Asla are
the signs of determination the country has
long awaited.

We stand with the President that firm-
ness in the right is indispensable today for
peace. Let any who doubt this accept the
responsibility for their acts,

[From the Baltimore Sun, Aug. 5, 1964}
THE PRESIDENT RESPONDS

The President speaks for the country and
for the free world In his comment on and
reaction to North Vietnamese aggression in
the Bay of Tonkin. Party differences at home
disappear and ranks close. The procedure to
date has been graduated correctly In line
with challenge and provocation: defensive
reply to the first attack, then, under ex-
plicit Presidential orders, action not merely
to defend but to destroy in the second at-
tack, and now affirmative, If limited thrusts
at the facilities from which the attacks were
launched. In comparable alignment with
the constitutional proprieties, the congres-
slonal leaders are in consultation and the Na-
tional Legislature takes up its role in the na-
tional response.

That response will of course mount or vary
as the situation unfolds. The details of the
adversary’s intentions are not yet clear but
his genecral strategy has becn encountered
before and so is not unfamiliar. He probes
and pushes, but he recognizes limits when
they are made manifest. This was demon-
strated in Eorea in 1850 and in Cuba in 1982.
Since North Vietnam hardly acts alone, much
will depend on the Chinese and Russian judg-
ment 0f American Intentions. Here the West
may learn something of the true state of re-
lations between the two quarreling Commu-
nist glants. But the lesson of Korea and of
Cuba was that rigorous response moderates
provocetion. The President has ordered
rigorous response and the country will hope
and pray that further rigor is not needed.

[From {he New York Times, Aug. 6, 1964}
‘WIDER WAR

On July 24, President Johnson saild that

“the United States seeks no wider war” in

Vietnam, but he warned that “provocation

could force a response.” That provocation—

twice repeated—now has brought a response
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that has been, in the President’s words, “lim-
fted and fitting.” Whether this ends the in-
cident now is up to North Vietnam and to
Communist China. The United States plans
no further military strikes if there are no
further Communist attacks. President John-
son has made it clear that “we still want
no wider war.”

Whether or not the confrontation stops
there, the crisis in southeast Asia has been
altered in fundamental ways—all involving
great uncertainties and even greater dangers.

The United States has become a direct com-
batant on a significant scale, even if only
briefly. The sword, once drawn in anger, will
tend to be unsheathed more easily in the
future.

Congressional authority for future mili-
tary actlon will, in effect, be delegated to the
President by the joint resolution scheduled to
be voted today. The President has rightly
asked that the resolution express a deter-
mination that all necessary measures be
taken.

The concept of a Communist “privileged
sanctuary,” heeded hitherto both in Korea
and Indochina, has been breached. The cir-
cumstances under which North Nietnam may
be struck again remain undefined. But the
rules of the war have undergone a basic
change—a change that applies to Commu-
nist China as well as to Hanoi. President
Johnson was clearly addressing Peiping when
he warned “any who may be tempted to sup-
port—or to widen—the present aggression”
that “there can be no peace by aggression and
no immunity from reply.”

Hanoli’s sea patrol fleet largely has bheen
wiped out and, lacking an alr force, North
Vietnam has been shown to be virtually open
to hostile air attack. Hanol’s willing allles

in Peiping are now under pressure to provide
© new means for sea and air protection—and
even, perhaps, to intervene directly. Hanol’s
reluctant allies In Moscow are under pres-
sure, as yesterday’s Soviet statement showed,
to demonstrate their backing for North Viet-
nam before world Communist opinion.

Ranks have been closed in the United
States with Senator GOLDWATER’S open sup~
port for administration action. If Hanol's
attacks were an attempt to exploit political
and racial division in the United States, the
American reaction has proved this futile.
Vietnam, in fact, has been taken out of the
presidential campaign for the moment. The
attempt to keep it out, by retaining Repub-
lican support, means that President Johnson
henceforth will find firmness politically
easier to emphasize than restraint,

American reluctance to go to an Indo-
china peace conference, as urged by Presi-
dent de Gaulle, is strongly reinforced. If
Hanol’s purpose was to force such a con-
ference, it could not have been more poorly
advised.

These are some of the political and mili-
tary realities after the Tonkin Gulf exchange.
The lines have hardened. A highly danger-
ous period has opened. It is a time that
calls for coolness, as well as determination.
for restraint as well as firmness.

We still have no real ldea of what
prompted the North Vietnamese to launch
their potentially suicidal adventure. The
Nation’s united confidence in its Chief Ex-
ecutive is vital. No one else can play the
hand. That confidence will be best main-
tained by a continued adherence to the prin-
ciples the President himself has enunciated
of firmness but a firmness that will always
be measured-—a firmness whose mission is
peace.

[From the Washington Post, Aug. 7, 1964]
DEMOCRACY’S RESPONSE

Congress is responding with commendable

promtpness and with an almost unanimous

voice to President Johnson’s request for sup-

port in the southeast Asian crisls. The Pres-
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ident consulted the leaders of both Houses
and then asked for a supporting resolution
not only because he felt the necessity for
congressional approval of what is being done,
but also because he wished to demonstrate
before the world the unity of the American
people in restisting Communist aggression.
That unity has been demonstrated despite
the reckless and querulous dissent of Sen-
ator MORSE, .

There is no substance in Senator MORSE's
charge that the resolution amounts to a “pre-
dated declaration of war.” On the contrary,
it reaffirms the long-standing policy of the
United States of alding the states covered
by the Southeast Asia Collective Defense
Treaty in the protection of their freedom as
a contrlbution to international peace. It
pledges military action only to resist aggres-
ston against American forces in that area.
Of course, the President has authority to
respond to attacks upon American forces
without any approval in advance by Congress.
So the resolution means only a recommit-
ment of the Nation to the policy it has been
following—an almost unanimous recommit-
ment in the face of the inexplicable North
Vietnamese challenge. ’

This means of reasserting the national will,
far shert of a declaration of war, follows
sound precedents set in other crises. FPresi-
dent Johnson noted in his message to Con-
gress that similar resolutions had been passed
at the request of President Eisenhower in
connection with the threat to Formosa in
1955 and the threat to the Middle East in
1857. The same course was followed in 1962

at the request of President Kennedy to meet '

the missile threat in Cuba. None of these
emergencies led to war. Rather, the firm
action that this country took _interrupted
Communist maneuvers that might otherwise
have led to war,

Congress ought to be very pleased with the
now firm establishment of this mechanism
for meeting an emergency with a united
front. Reliance solely upon the power of
Congress to declare war as a last resort would
not be appropriate in these days of repeated
crises short of war., A resolution of support
for the Executive arm in meeting an emer-
gency has all the virtue of rallying national
strength behind a firm policy—wlithout tak-
ing the calamitous step of war in this nuclear
age. We surmise that the almost unanimous
sentiment behind this resolution on Capitol
Hill reflects appreciation for the President’s
sharing of responsibility as well as support
for the tough punishment for aggression that
he initiated.

[From the Washington Post, Aug. 7, 1964]

CoMMUNISM'S CHOICE

Time will doubtless improve onh specula-
tlon’s answer to the question of why Com-
munist forces fired at the American Navy and
how they will respond to the American hits
on their soil. In the interim, we can be sure
only that the next step is up to Hanoi and
Peiping, that the decision is even more criti-
cal for them than for us, and that not only
the conflict in Indochina but the power out-
look in the Far East is at stake. )

The sequence since Sunday is of a kind
which forces those touched by it to define
and declare themselves by their reactions.
Hanol has shown outrage but it Is unable
alone to match its feeling with action
Peiping, going further, has added an am-
biguous pledge of solidarity which does not
particularize the conditions that would re-
quire 1t to take a designated act. Moscow,
caught off guard, has huffed disingenuously
a8 though snorts would remove its embar-
rassing pinch between comradeship and
self-interest, The lack of similarity be-
tween these Communist reactions is as strik-
ing as the lack of specificity.

The operational issue lles at the intersec-
tion of three streams of reality: the Sino-
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Soviet dispute, East-West relations, and war
or peace. The issue is the danger of con-
frontation with free-world power. The
Soviets feel that the danger is so great as to
require avoldance; the Chinese, not so great
as to preclude struggle for desired goals.
The Soviets fear that a small conflict involv-
ing a great power could become a big one,
with universally disastrous results. The
Chinese scoff at the dangers of such escala-
tion. From the American viewpoint, the
difference is that between manageable trou-
ble and open-ended war.

From the spectrum of choices available to
them, the Communists must now select those
that satisfy the conflicting demands of pru-
dence and pride. They have not been mili-
tarily rash in the past, with the cructal and
upsetting exception of the torpedo forays in
the Tonkin Gulf. Having answered those
attacks in full measure, the United States
must now hope to draw the conflict into
diplomatic outlets, even while it prepares to
meet further military challenges in Indo-
china.

A debate in the United Nations would be a
bruising one, particularly if a representative
of North Vietnam took part. It would ex-
pose the United States to a propagandistic
onslaught on all its Indochina policies and
would produce a bewildering array of infor-
mation, half-truths, and falsifications about
events there. However, a country in the po~
sition of answering aggression need have no
scruples about upholding its case in an
international forum. .

[From the (New York Times, Aug. 6, 1964]
Moscow’s REACTION

The Soviet Union employed some well-
worn language yesterday to denounce the
United States for its retaliatory strike at
North Vietnam. But, fortunately for the
peace of the world, Russian actions were far
less militant than the tired Russian words.

The most important point, of course, is
that Moscow took no direct military step to
involve itself in the immediate area of ten-
sion. And in the United Nations, after its
initial efforts to get the Security Council
meeting postponed, the denunciation of al-
leged American aggression was followed by
nothing stronger than a Soviet resolution to
have the Council agsk North Vietnam to sup-
ply information and to send a representative
to participate in the debate. Peiping’s own
attempt to explain the air strike as an Amer-
ican election maneuver suggests the Chinese
themselves are having some cautious second
thoughts. )

Moscow evidently finds itself between con-
tradictory pressures In this new crisis. The
men in Moscow are keenly aware of Peiping’s
charges that they have made a deal with the
United States to betray Marxism-Leninism.
Accordingly, they must have felt they had
to charge Washington with aggression since
any other course would give the Chinese too
much useful ammunlition. .

But the Russlans know well—and hav
complained many times about—Peiping’s
predilection for taking risks that could lead
to war, Only last Monday Pravda printed a
denunciation of a Chinese spokesman’s
statement to a Vienna newspaper that ‘“war
in southeast Asla would not be so bad.”
Pravda, the official organ of the Soviet Com-
munist party, contrasted the Chinese eager-
ness for war with what it called the Soviet
Union's “efforts not to permit the worsening
of the conflict in this area of the planet.”

On the basis of the statements Moscow
has lssued this past year, the Russians must
fear that Peiping was fully capable of en-
couraging the North Vietnamese attacks on
the Amerlcan destroyers in the hope of
provoking a wider conflict. But that wider
conflict could hardly serve Soviet interests,
and there is no reason.to believe Russians
are anxlous to dle and to see their historie
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capital destroyed for the sake of Hanol, or
even Pelping.

It 18 tragic that the Russians, who have
done 80 much to make the world aware of
Communist China’s. aggressive intentions,
lack the courage to draw the inevitable con-
clusion and to say so publicly when, as in
this case, the world 18 faced with a concrete
example of aggression performed in Pelping's
zone of maximum influence.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
man from Florida has expired.

Mr. MURPHY of New ¥York. Mr,
Speaker, I want to join the distinguished
chairman of the Forelgn Affairs Com-
mittee, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. MorcaNl, in his commenda-
tion of the President's action in the
Vietnamese crisis and to wholcheartedly
concur in House Joint Resolution 1145
to promote the maintenace of interna-
tional peace and security in southeast
Aslg,

The President’s actions served notice
{n southeast Asia as well as everywhere
in the world that America will keep and
honor her commitments, and that a
threat to any nation in that region is
& threat to the United States.

Although there was bloodshed and
military action, our basic purpose to
maintain peace is reafirmed as well as
the fact that we have no military, politi-
cal or territorial ambitions in this area,
and, of course, the fact that this action
was another phase in the overall power
struggle for freedom everywhere. Once
again we retallated in the only language
understood by an aggressor, and that is
power, the power to destroy him if he
persists in threatening our security.

I want to take this opportunity to
salute our Navy, Air Force, and Army
units for their successful actions which
served further notice to the world that
our technology is matched in excellence
by our skill and determination to win.

Mr. ROUSH. Mr. Speaker, we have
witnessed the past few days an attack
and a counterattack in the worldwide
struggle between the forces of those who
champion the cause of the independence
of nations.

The retaliatory action ordered by
the President of the United States fol-
lowing two unprovoked attacks upon
U.S. naval units off the coast of south-
east Asia has gained the overwhelming
approval of the great majority of the
American people. Following the first at-
tack we followed established interna-
tional procedure in directing a strong
protest to the aggressor. Even as we
were doing this the second attack was
launched.

It then became our duty to show the
world that while our main goal is to be
an honorable friend we can also become
a brave enemy if provocation demands.
In the second incident provocation so
demanded and we answered in kind.

Geographically this frontline of our
defense of freedom is a vast distance
from the American heartland. Yet in
the measurement of time it is no farther
away than our defensive frontiers in
those long-ago days when our Nation
wes born. These attacks represent as
real and as distinct a threat to our free-
dom as atfacks made on our frontier
outposts when our Nation was young.

~
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Our ambitions for our friends on the
other side of the world are not territorial,
military, or political. Our ambitions are
to adequately answer their call for as-
sistance in maintaining the ememy of
those ambitions we cannot yleld with-
out yielding our honor and the respect
in which we are held by our friends.
This we have never done. This we will
never do.

The resolution now pending is an ex-
pression of American unity in this time
of crisis. As Representatives of every
American, this Congress is saying to the
world that we are determined to defend
Hberty and to hold the torch of freedom
high that every dark corner of this world
might share in its light.

Mrs. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to
associate myself with my distinguished
colleagues in urging the adoption of the
resolution (H.J. Res. 1145) before the
House,

The reasons which argue this course
are clear and persuasive.

‘We have trled with the resources at our
ecommand, with patience and persever-
ance, to advance the cause of peace and
freedom In southeast Asia.

We have tried to discourage Commu-
nist aggression in that area at the con-
ference table, and by assisting those
free natfons which have sought our help
In resisting Communist designs on their
territory.

‘We are determined to continue In these
efforts.

- At the same time, however, it should
be clear to all—especially to the Commu-
nist powers of Asia—that the United
States will not hesitate to take such ad-
ditional measures as may be necessary to
frustrate Communist expansionist am-
bitions. The Gulf of Tonkin surrounded
as it is by Communist nations is inter-
natlonal water. These Communist coun-
tries are ambitious to exclude it from this
category and for that reason, it was
necessary to prevent any precedent which
might lead to this reasoning.

Our resolve on this point was evidenced
in our prompt and vigorous response to
the unprovoked North Vietnamese at-
tacks upon our naval ships.

It is further evidenced in the resolu-
tlon before the House today—a resolution
which both endorses the action already
taken by President Johnson and ex-
presses the approval of the Congress for
the President’s determination to take
such further steps as may be necessary
to restrain and repel Communist agares-
sion in that part of the world.

In the Interest of the cause of peace,
we should—we must approve this reso-
lution promptly and overwhelmingly.

Anything less than that on our part
can leave the Communist aggressors
with the mistaken notion that our Na-
tion is divided, and that our commitment
to the cause of peace and freedom In
southeast Asia is too fragile to withstand
the test of repeatedly applied pressure.

Buch a mistaken notion can lead to
further miscalculations on thelr part—
miscalculations which could engulf that
reglon of the world {n & conflict of esca-
lating proportions.

A development of this kind would be
completely contrary to our desires. It

- .
August 7
would be a tragedy for the people of
southeast Asia, for us, and for the cause
of peace. We must, therefore, do all we
can to prevent {t by making our inten-
tions crystal clear. The Congress has
made its feelings known by adaopting re-
solutions similar to the one before us to-
day when the Communist Chinese
threatened Formosa—when aggression
appeared imminent in the Middle East—
when the freedom of Berlin was threat-
ened—and when the Sovlets attempted
to install offensive missiles in Cuba.

In each of those instances, prompt
and positive action on the part of the
Congress in support of our Chief Execu-
tive served to promote and strengthen
world peace,

Our action today In adopting the re-
solution will have—I am certain—the
same effect.

Mr. Spesker, I would like to add a
word about the relation of our military
retaliation against North Vietnam to our
commiiments under the Charter of the
United Nations.

I belleve it is abundantly clear that
the military actions ordered by President
Johnson were fully consistent with the
charter of that Organization.

Article 51 of the U.N. Charter reaffirms
the right of every member natlon, act-
ing alone or in concert with its allies, to
defend itself against an armed attack.

Article 51 further provides that meas-
ures taken in the exerclse of this right
of self-defense shall be immediately re-
ported to the Security Counecil.

The actions of the United States dur-
Ing the past week were fully consistent
with both of these requirements.

We responded to an armed attack.
Our response was appropriate to the oc-
caslon. And we reported our action to
the U.N. Security Council.

Mr. Speaker, durlng my service as the
U.8. dclegate to the United Nations 18th
General Assembly last year, I made a
lengthy speech before the 6th Com-
mittee on the subject of pacific settle-
ment of Infernatlonal disputes—and
what important role the United Natlons
has played, and can play in the future,
in advancing peace through such pro-
cedures.

I firmly believe In the statements
which I made at that time. We must
endeavor at all times to prevent armed
conflicts through pacific settlement of
international disputes. We must en-
deavor to strengthen the ability of the
United Nations Organization to serve
that purpose.

At the same time, I fully realize that
occasions may arise when instant action
will be required, when the UN. will be
unable to intervene effectively, or when
military power will have to be employed
immediately to prevent aggression. The
resolution before the House addresses
itself to such occasions. I believe, there-
fore, that it is consistent with our sup-
port of the United Nations and should
be adopted.

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I intend to
support this resolution. However, I feel
that some additional comments are need-
ed at this time.

By voting for the resolution, I do not
mean to Indicate my unquslified ap-
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proval of the administration’s Vietnam
policies during the past 3% years. In
the past I have been critical of certain
administration southeast Aslan policies
and if the new policies do not measure
up to the serlous problems that will con-
front us I resolve the right to polnt such
deficiencies.

The action taken by the administra-
tion in the last 4 days has been forth-
right and apparently effective. I ap-
prove. )

The military results raise the legiti-
mate question—similar U.S. military ac-
tion affecting our own ground forces on
prior occasions in Vietnam might have
turned the tide our way much sooner.
The United States In Vietnam is not win-
ning now and has not been for the past
months. I hope and trust what appears
to be a new administration policy will
bring victory for the people of Vietham
and the United States.

Ar. REUSS. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote
for the resolution supporting the Presi-
dent’s authority “to take all necessary
measures to repel any armed attack
against the forces of the United States
and to end further aggression.”

In fact, U.S. destroyers have been at-
tacked by enemy gunfire in the Gulf of
Tonkin, and have fired back.

8o in supporting the resolution, I am
somewhat in the position of the pro-
prietor of the saloon whose bartender
calls him on the intercom to ask:

“Is Casey good for a drink?”

“Has he had it®”

“He has.”

“He is.”

The alternatives open to this country
in southeast Asia are all painful ones.
The war against the Vietcong was not
going well under the late Premier Diem,
and it has not been going well under the
Minh junta, or at present under General
Khanh. To enlarge the war runs great
risks of bringing in Red China, bogging
down American ground forces on the In-
dochinese peninsula, and stariing a
major war which could end up as a nu-
clear one. At the opposite pole, to with-
draw from South Vietnam, either openly
or under the guise of a “neutralization”
which failed to set up any adequate
method of protecting the area, might
well be to resign all of southeast Asia to
Communist control.

So apparently we are destined to con-
tinue our present middleground approach
as the least of three evils.

This middle-ground approach, Mr!

Speaker, gives us an opportunity which
we have not so far taken to attempt the
one constructive solution to our woes in
southeast Asia that I can see: invoke the
presence of the United Nations. The
United Nations Charter gives it respon-
-gibility for maintaining peace and secur-
ity in the world. Drawing on peace force
patterns established in the Middle East,
the Congo,” Cyprus, and elsewhere, we
should go before the UN. and request
the establishment of such a force for
South Vietnam, to patrol its borders, to

restore tranquility, and to depart when

ﬁe:letize comes and free elections can be
eld. :

I would like to see the United States
bring such a proposal before the U.N.
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The United States could indicate its wil-
lingness to put its present forces in Viet-
nam under a U.N. command, hopefully
supplemented by forces from other U.N.
members, to stay as long as needed. Un-
der chapter 7, article 42 of the United
Nations Charter, if measures for peaceful
settlement of a dispute prove inadequate,
the Security Council may take whatever
action is necessary to restore interna-
tional peace and security. If the Secur-
ity Council failed to act on the U.S.
suggestion, the “uniting for peace’” pro-
cedure worked out in 1950 at the time of
the Korean crisis could be invoked, pass-
ing the matter to the General Assembly.

We cannot tell until we try whether
we would have the necessary votes in the
General Assembly to set up a UN. pre-
sence in South Vietnam., But in any
case, our moral position in South Viet-
nam would be vastly alded if we show a
continuing disposition to internationalize
the position in South Vietnam through
the United Nations.

T am aware that U.N. Secretary Gen-
eral U Thant has blown more cold than
hot on the idea of invoking the UN. in
the South Vietnam situation. Last
March, Mr. Thant said that he saw no
useful U.N. role for Vietnam. Last July
8 he called for a reconvening of the 14-
nation Geneva Conference of 1954, with
a U.N. peacekeeping mission to supervise
any plan worked out by such a con-
ference. Our Department of State did
not respond to Mr. Thant’s July 8 pro-
posal. The Department tells me that
sinee Mr. Thant’s proposal was made at
a press conference, and not formally, the
United States has not felt it necessary
to reply to it.

. Yesterday Mr. Thant is quoted as say-
ing:

For the moment, as I see it, the Security
Councll cannot be usefully involved In any
settlement of the crisis In southeast
Asla. * * * One of the partles concerned
(North Vietnam) 1s not a member of the
United Natlons.

With all due respect to Mr. Thant, the
fact that North Vietnam is not a member
of the U.N. seems to me to have no bear-
ing whatever on our invoking the U.N.
which 1s equally equipped to take action
against a member or nonmember.

I shall vote in favor of the resolution
to support the President in resisting ag-

“'gression. But I urge once again that we

delay no longer In invoking the moral
authority of the United Nations for the
protection of the independence of south-
east Asia. :

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Speaker, I
support wholeheartedly -both the lan-
guage and the spirit of House Joint Reso-
Tution 1145, asserting firmly the approval
of the Congress of all necessary measures
by the Presidént to prevent further ag-
gression in southeast Asia.

The maintenance of peace and security
jin that remote area of the world has
been threatened by armed attack upon
units of our fleet, operating lawfully in
international waters.

President Johnson has moved with de-
termination to make effective use of our
mighty Armed Forces to answer that
threat, and he has used the only language
which aggressors understand.
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This resolution is not only an expres-
sion of congressional support for our
President in this moment of crisis; it is
also an affirmation to the world that our
partisan political differences stop at the
water’s edge, and we stand as a united
people whenever our flag and its defend-
ers are attacked by an aggressor.

Mr. ROOSEVELT,. Mr. Speaker, Irise
to add my vigorous and most earnest
support for the resolution before us, and
to join in the remarks of my distin-
guished colleagues. President Johnson
has again demonstrated that the United
States can use its enormous power with
both prudence and restraint. There is
no question that the unprovoked North
Vietnamese attacks upon our naval units
were blatant acts of aggression. There
is no question that only a firm and quick
response could have made clear our de-
termination to defend our own and our
allies’ honor. But there is also no ques~
tion that a rash and unreasoned reaction
might, in dragging us into a catacylsm,
have destroyed all we are struggling to
defend.

T am somewhat disheartened, indeed,
dismayed, by the fallure of my colleagues
to emphasize that the first principle of
our foreign policy is still the preservation
of peace, and our President has reiter-
ated his and our commitment to this
principle. Let us never accept that dark
creed which finds in the certitude of war
the only answer to our International
problems. The people of the United
States have more faith in the strength of
our great ideals ever to adopt stich a pol-
icy of desperation.

Yesterday’s news was most encourag-
ing, for our President has demonstrated
to the world that he intends to utilize
every available channel to stave off a
threatened conflict. His talks with Sec-
retary General U Thant, of the United
Nations Organization, give rise to the
hope that the peacekeeping potential of
the U.N. may be invoked, to the fullest
extent possible under that organization’s
charter.

Therefore, while we commend our
President for his courage and decisive
action in this crisis, let us also reaffirm
our dedication to maintenance of peace
the world over. Let us never shrink
from the defense of freedom, but let us
never trade lightly on that peace, which
is its surest guarantee.

Mr. HOSMER. Mr. Speaker, it ap-
pears to me that even amongst the Mem-
bers of this body there is some misap-
prehension regarding the President’s re-
ponse to the recent attacks by North
Vietnamese PT boats on our naval forces
in the Far East. The action taken was
a point response and its exceedingly
limited nature has been emphasized by
the - President himself. The- attack
against us was by PT boats and the re-
ponse wag strietly limited to PT boats
at their docks, the docks and support-
ing installations for the PT boats and
the fuel supply for the PT boats. By
thus strictly limiting our response to the
exact weapons by which the hostile at-
tack was made and by pointedly describ-
ing it strictly in terrns of a reprisal, the
entire question of privileged sanctuaries
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has been avoided. Privileged sanctu-
aries are areas from which Communists
have assembled attacking forces with-
out Interference, which forces subse-
quently are dispatched against non-
Communist areas. This concept devel-
oped during the Korean war when the
participants found it desirable to Umit
the area of the war, as well as some of
its other aspects, by tacit agreement,

The correct interpretation of the
President's action is thus that the tacit
sgreement has in no way been altered
or abrogated by the U.S. reprisal. Those
who quarrel with this interpretation can,
at best, claim a slight unilateral revi-
slon In the agreement. The revision,
under their view, would make point re-
prisal against the weapons used in a hos-
tile raid permissible if the reprisal can
be accomplished by approach from the
seq.

As the able gentleman from Wiscon-
sin [Mr. Lairp]l has indicated, neither
interpretation of these recent events, nor
the resolution before us, represent any
change in U.S. policy with respect to
the steady deterioration of affairs in
southeast Asia. Still before us are dif-
ficult decisions which have too long been
delayed. It is incumbent upon the
President to make less clear to the Com-
munists of Peiping just what our inten-
tions are unless these decisions are to
be made much more difficult. As things
now stand Peiping has every basis to
assume that the concept of privileged
sanctuary Is in full force and effect even
if slightly modified. They are invited
to use it to the fullest for their own ends.

To accomplish what is needed 1t is
nelther necessary for President John-
son to flatly announce abrogation of the
privileged sanctuary doctrine or to con-
firm its continuance. On the contrary
what is necessary is for him to restore
to the mind of Peiping & real doubt
whether it is or is not in force. It is
much easier for an aggressor to make his
plans according to that which is certain
than according to that which is uncer-
tein. Surely this should be apparent to
those who are advising the President, in-
cluding his Secretary of State and his
Secretary of Defense. Of course, at
some point there arises a desirability
for certainty. But obviously that point
seldom arlses from a crisis triggered by
the enemy. It arrives when our own
calculations indicate that clarity rather
than ambiguity best serves our own pur-
poses.

I believe it unfortunate that the lim-
itation on debate over the resolution be-
fore us does not permit a more elucidat-
ing discussion of the resolution's mean-
ing. Such a debate also might lay to
rest the prevailing accusations that Sen-
ator GoupwaTter shoots from the hip,
while President Johnson shoots from the
ship, while Congress shoots from the lip.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. speaker, I rise
in support of House Joint Resolution
1145, which is a “sense resolution” ex-
pressing the support of the Congress for
the recent retaliatory action ordered by
the President of the United States
agalnst attacking North Vietnamese
gunboats and support facilities. In

times of grave national crisis the Con-
gress and the American people have al-
ways closed ranks in support of this kind
of determined response to unprovoked
aggression on the Armed Forces of the
United States. We are saddened at the
news of the loss and apparent death of
two brave men whose planes were shot
down In the action that took place this
week, and at the apparent capture and
the imprisonment of another naval avi-
ator by the North Vietnamese Com-
munists. Yet we know in our hearts
that as a great nation it is not always
possible to avold this kind of sacrifice
when we are engaged in the defense of
our national honor and in the defense
of freedom. Therefore. I reiterate that
the joInt resolution now before this body
upholding the hand of the President in
this action has my full and unreserved
support.

However, I do not think that 8 man-
ifestation of national unity of purpose
with respect to American security inter-
ests in Southeast Asja requires us to re-
frain from some sdditional comment on
the situation that exists there.

It was pointed out in the New Yoik
Times for Priday, August 7, 1964, by the
distinguished columnist, Mr. James
Reston, that the “principle of joint ac-
tion in mutual danger” was appended
to the Mutual Defense Trealy between
the United States and the Republic of
?hina. which was signed in December

954.

Letters were exchanged by Secretary
of State Dulles and Ambassador George
K. C. Yeh, of the Republic of China in
which the following important under-
standing was established:

In view of the obligations of the itwo
parties under the sald treaty, and of the
fact that the use of force from either of
these areas (Formosa or the offshore 1slands)
by either of the partles affects the other,
it is agreed thas such use of force will be a
matter of joint agreement, subject to action
of sn emergency character which is clearly
An exercise of the inhcrent right of self-de-
fense.

Mr. Speaker, just this morning, radio
and press reports informed us that Gen-
eral Khanh of South Vietnam has de-
clared a state of emergency in that coun-
try. There are further reports to the
effect that General Khanh has stated
that this is the week of critical deecision
in South Vietnam. There are some who
have already interpreted his remarks to
mean that he may possibly order an in-
vasion of North Vietnam by the forces
of South Vietnam that are under his
command. In view of earlier reports of
differences between General Khanh and
other members of his staff and Gen. Max-
well Taylor, the head of our mlilitary
mission to South Vietnam, on the ques-
tion of a strike into North Vietnam, it
scems urgent that we promptly clarify
the relationships hetween our two Gov-
ernments, and eliminate the possibility
of unilateral action in this area. As Mr.
Reston points out, such a suggestion
would not In the least inhibit either the
United States of America or South Viet-
nam with respect to its inherent and sov-
ereign right ot defend itself agalnst ag-
gression. However, I feel that the Unit-

~ o~ -
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ed States certainly has a right to expect
written assurances from our South Viet-
nantese allies that any action against
North Vietnam must be joint action
which has been approved and assented
to by both Governments.

It has been stated here on the floor
of the House today that this joint reso-
lution does not provide the President
with carte blanche authority to launch
an all-out war or even limited war in
any part of the southeast Asian theater
of operations. We are merely express-
ing our determination to stand firm and
resolute as & nation in the face of enemy
attack, and to repeal any aggressions. 1
think it is essential that our State De-
partment and the President of the Unit-
ed States assure the American people
that any attack either on North Viet-
nam or elsewhere in southeast Asig will
be in conformity with the “principle of
joint action in mutual danger” which
Mr. Reston has referred to in his dis-
cussion of the Vietnamese situation in
his column on Priday, August 7, 1964.
We have the precedent of our relations
with the Republic of China to guide us
in this respect. I do not wish to be mis-
understood as expressing any reserva-
tions about the peaceful intentions of
our Government. I believe completely in
the sincerity of the President when he
says that we have no imperialistic, po-
litical or economic aims in southeast
Asia, but rather only a desire to see
peace restored to that area of the world—
a peace which will permit the people of
southeast Asia to live in freedom and
not under the threat of the Communist
sword. However, because.of the elements
in the present situation, and particular-
ly because of recent expressions by Gen-
eral Khanh and others in the South Viet-
nam Government, I think we should
make it abundantly clear to them and to
the world that even as we expect to con-
sult with our allies too in the Southeast
Asla Treaty Organization that this prin-
ciple of consulting is and must be a two-
way street.

Mr. ALGER. Mr. Speaker, I will sup-
port the resolution for reasons of unity.
However, I have grave reservations in-
volving congressional abdication of re-
sponsibility in declaring war. I am
concerned that our leaders permit other
nations, seeking our help, to take us into
war., This resolution does not assure
us that the President will come back to
Congress, as the gentleman from In-

‘diana {Mr, Apair] assured us, before in-

volving this Nation further. I agree to
the resolution, therefore, only assuming
that Congress will not be bypassed later.

Secondly, what is our position in Viet-
nam? What about the hundreds of
Amerlcans killed, wounded and impris-
oned? Are we at war or not? What has
been our official policy in Vietnam? How
many have been killed, wounded and im-
prisoned, and what have we been doing
to free our men even before the attacks
on our ships which occasion this reso-
lution?

Americans are entitled to know the
truth. And what about the next of kin?
What have they been told about the
deaths of their loved ones in this war
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that has not been a war? How does this
resolution square with our earlier Viet-
namese losses? Where is consistency in
the position of the administration in ask-
ing for this resolution when hundreds of
U.S. men have been killed, wounded, and
imprisoned in Vietnam without a position
statement from the President and con-
gressional leaders? Are we at war there
or not? Under what congressional au-
thority has the President permitted and
justified these deaths? Only Congress
can declare war and yet we have been
sending American boys into battle for
months, We have never been told all the
facts of Vietnam,

Finally, the problem remains—what is
the U.S. official policy in Asia, and world-
wide, vis-a-vis Communist worldwide ag-
gression? This resolution tells us little,
if anything. Therefore, I shall vote for
it, but in behalf of the people of my dis-
trict and the people of the United States
T shall continue to demand of the ad-
ministration a clear-cut policy in meet-
ing the challenge of the Communist con-
spiracy, in Asia and throughout the
world. :

Mr. MARSH, Mr, Speaker, 1 concur
in the expressions offered here today
which reflect the unity of the Govern-
ment and citizens of the United States
behind the President as Commander in
Chief of the Armed Forces in the deter-
mination to respond promptly to unpro-
voked attacks and resist Communist ag-
gression wherever it asserts itself.

The loss and endangerment of Amer-
ican lives in faraway lands and waters
is to be deplored, but certain risks must
be accepted in the recognition that we
are engaged in a worldwide conflict in
which our own national and individual
freedoms are inevitably at stake.

Mr. McDOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of House Joint Resolution
1145, a resolution to promote the mainte-
nance of international peace and secu-
rity in southeast Asia. I shall vote today
with the overwhelming majority of my
colleagues in approving and supporting
the determination of President Lyndon B.
Johnson, as Commander in Chief, to take
all necessary measures to repel any
armed attack against the forces of the
¥nited States and to prevent further ag-
gression.

I met with my colleagues in an execu-
tive session of the House Foreign Affairs
Committee yesterday to hear Secretary of
State Dean Rusk, Secretary of Defense
Robert McNamara, and Gen. Earle G.
Wheeler, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff, who testified in support of the
joint congressional resolution calling for
the maintenance of international peace
and security in southeast Asia. A
lengthy briefing was provided by Secre-
taries Rusk and McNamara concerning
the recent attacks on U.S. naval vessels
in Tonkin Bay and the U.8. responses to
these acts of aggression. Following the
committee briefing and hearing, the joint
resolution was adopted, and the way was
cleared for the vote on House Joint Reso-
lution 1145 in this House today.

As Delaware’s only Representative in
Congress, my vote on this southeast Asia

joint resolution is the fourth occasion
under the administrations of three Pres-
idents whereby I have cast my vote in
support of national policies to resist acts
of Communist aggression against the
peace and national security of the United
States. ‘Under President Eisenhower’s
administration I voted for the Middle
East resolution and the Formosa resolu-
tion, and wunder President Kennedy’s
administration, I voted for the Cuba
resolution.

We cannotb tell what steps may in the
future be required to meet Communist

aggression in southeast Asia. The unity
and determination of the American peo-
ple, through their Congress, should be
declared in terms so firm that they can-
not possibly be mistaken by other na-~
tions.

T agrec with President Johnson that
the United States, and indeed the whole
world, has met the tests, learned the les-
sons, and experienced the fearful costs of
man’s efforts to achieve peace on earth.

I support President Johnson in the
face of this peril. The preservation of
the spirit and faith of our Nation does,
and will, furnish the highest justification
for every sacrifice that we may make in
the protection and perpetuation of the
integrity of the United States ahd of
democracy through the free world.

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to support the joint resolution on south~
east Asia and to applaud the action or-
dered by President Lyndon B. Johnson
against the unprovoked acts of Commu-
nist aggression in the Gulf of Tonkin.
Our President has acted with the dignity
and firmness appropriate to the leader
of the combined forces of the free world
alliance and he deserves our unflinching
support for any further steps which he
might deem nhecessary in the days and
months ahead. The forthrightness of
his action has demonstrated the pru-
dence of his judgment. We need not
worry about placing additional power
and authority in his hands.

The President has demonstrated cool-
ness under pressure and an understand-
ing of the complexity of international
relations. His forceful and deliberate
action evidenced a keen awareness of
Communist respect for controlled force.
Yet the careful way in which he limited
targets to those directly supporting the
aggressor vessels demonstrates an aware-
ness of the dangers of uncontrolled or
emotional escalation of force in an age
of nuclear weaponry. Our stature as a
world leader has been strengthened
among both friends and foes, vet we have
not been forced into committing our-
selves to a hot war in the jungles of North
Vietnam. . '

The SPEAKER. All time has expired.

The question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, MoR-
canl that the House suspend the rules
and pass House Joint Resolution 1145

-with an amendment,

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, on that
1 demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The .question was taken; and there
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were—yeas 416, nays 0, answered “pres-
ent” 1, not voting 14, as follows:

Abbitt
Abele
Abernethy
Adalr
Addabho
Albert
Alger
Anderson

Andrews, Ala.

Andrews,
N. Dak.
Arends
Ashbrook
Ashley
Ashmore
Aspinall
Auchincloss
Avery
Ayres
Baker
Baldwin.
Barrett
Barry
Bass
Bates
Battin
Becker
Beermann
Belcher
Bell
Bennett, Fla.
Berry
Betts
Blatnik
Boggs
Boland

Frances P,
Bolton,

Oliver P.
Bonner
Bow
Brademas
Bray
Brock
Bromwell
Brooks
Broomflield
Brotzman
Brown, Calif.
Brown, Ohio
Broyhill, N.C.
Broyhill, Va.
Bruce
Buckley
Burke
Burkhalter
Burleson

Burton, Calif.

Burton, Utah
Byrne, Pa.
Byrnes, Wis,
Cahill
Cameron
Carey
Casey
Cederberg
Celler
Chamberlain
Chelf
Chenoweth
Clancy
Clark
Clausen,
Don H.
Clawson, Del
Cleveland
Cohelan
Collier
Colmer
Conte
Cooley
Corbett
Corman
Cramer
Cunningham
Curtin
Curtis
Daddario
Dague
Daniels
Davis, Ga.
Davis, Tent.
Dawson

[Roll No. 210]
YEAS—416

Delaney
Dent
Denton
Derounian
Derwineski
Devine
Diggs
Dingell
Dole
Donohue
Dorn
Dowdy
Downing
Dulski
Duncan
Dwyer
Edmondson
Edwards
Elliott
Ellsworth
Everett
Evins
Fallon
Farbstein
Fascell
Feighan
Findley
Finnegan
Fino
Fisher
Flood
Flynt
Fogarty
Ford
Foreman
Forrester
Fountain
Frager
Frelinghuysen
Friedel
Fulton, Pa.
Fulton, Tenn.
Fuqua
Gallagher
Garmatz
Gary
Gathings
Giaimo
Gibbons
Gilbert
Gill

Cilenn
Gonzalez
Goodell
Goodling
Grabowskl
Grant
Gray
Green, Oreg.
Gireen, Pa.
Grifin
Griffiths
Gross
Grover
Gubser
Gurney
Hagen, Calif,
Haley

Hall
Halleck
Halpern
Hannsa
Hansen
Harding
Hardy
Harris
Harrison
Harsha
Harvey, Ind.
Harvey, Mich.
Hawkins
Hays
Healey
Hébert
Hechler
Henderson
Herlong
Hoeven
Hoffman
Holifield
Holland
Horan
Horton
Hosmer
Huddleston
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Hull
Hutchinson
Ichord
Jarman
Jennings
Jensen
Joelson
Johansen
Johnson, Calif.
Johnson, Pa.
Johnson, Wis.
Jonas

Jones, Ala.
Karsten
Karth
Kastenmeier
Keith

Kelly

Keogh
Kilburn
Kilgore
King, Calif.
King, N.Y.
Kirwan
Kluczynski
Knox
Kornegay
Kunkel

Kyl

Laird
Landrum
Langen
Latta
Leggett
Lesinski
Libonati
Lindsay
Lipscomb
Lloyd

Long, La.
McClory
McCulloch
McDade
McDowell
McFall
McIntire
McLoskey
McMillan
Macdonald
MacGregor
Madden
Mahon
Mailliard
Marsh
Martin, Calif,
Martin, Mass.
Martin, Nebr.
Mathias
Matsunaga
Matthews
May

Meader
Michel
Miller, Calif,
Miller, N.Y,
Milliken
Mills

Minish
Minshall
Monagan
Montoya
Moore
Moorhead
Morgan
Morris
Morrison
Morse
Morton
Mosher
Moss

Multer
Murphy, Ill.
Murphy, N.Y.
Murray
Natcher
Nedzl
Nelsen

Nix

- O'Brien, N.Y.

O’Hara, I1l.
O'Hara, Mich.
O’Konski
Olsen, Mont.
Olson, Minn.
O’Neill
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Osmers Roybal Thomas I am recorded as absent. I was present ferred to In this debate. I said on that
Ostertag Rumsfeld Thompson, La. d - a
Patmann Ryan, Mich.  Th .N.J. andanswered tomy name. Iask unani- occasion that:
P:t?;g Rsyf:.g. N.g. ’I’hgggg. Tex. Imousconsent that the permanent Recorp We can only hope and pray that “firmness
lr;euy gt. gec:rlze1 ghlomson. Wis.  and Journal be corrected accordingly. in the right, as God gives us to see the right”
P:?Efgs 8:. o‘:g;a n Tgl.lle fson The SPEAKER. Is there objection to will prevent both war and the further spread
i.’f‘iiﬁ"“ Saylor Trimble gle r;quisgt of the gentleman from New and strengthening of tyranny.
ckle Schadeberg Tuck ew York? I H .3 .~
Hhe e T There was no objection. Whelmingls aparove tos sand will over
on hwelker Udall The one question—the one unknown——
Be BOC CERSONAL EPLANATION | falpea e samnbon vil s
t Van Deerl} . S € Cy o mn
Price 22?552 van Pelt Mr. HAGAN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, pgaq proclaimed. 'I'hpzaore 5Illa,ve beeneszc-
Pucinski Senner Vinson in rollcall No. 210, I was unavoidably de- ‘h -
Puceel: Shenor rd Wageonner caslons where the followthrough of firm
A sme&gy wixglgaum tained on Important business relating to ness was something less than the initial
Quillen Short Watson my district and could not answer to my commitment to firmness.
Rains Shriver Watts name. Had I been present I would have The acid test is the degree and the
gg;ﬁlli]. Sl eaver ;;)éggedy:y :s gplggz'e gge&dg ;;erson?lhf( persistence of that commitment this
Reld, N.Y, Sikes Westland U & support of time.
geifel gllcskb V‘zgalley my district to the President of the That test remains to be met. May we
§§§851 gnz, Sla‘%kl tz whf{e“m United States in this hour of emergency. not be found wanting or wavering.
es, Pa. Smith, Callf. Whitener
Rich Smith, Iowa Whlttex‘f - i
Riehiman Smith, Va. Wickersham CORRECTION OF THE RECORD CORRECTION OF ROLLCALL
Rivers: g.acka  Snyder Wiiltams o RDALL. Mr. Speaker. it Was My CHEIE Mr. Speaker, on rollcall
gggerrg. %m. B“f,mf{ gmm Bob Pl&m whjo once sald that “he \;ho com-  no 957 on August 6 a quo'rum eall I
erts, Tex. Stafford . ilson, mits injustice Is ever made more ' . " ‘
Rodlfc o giel™ Vil  wretched than he who suffers it Re. 4, TeCOrded as absent I w ask unani-
Fogers, Colo.  Stephens Wilson, Ind. morse has been my constant companion mous consent that tﬁe permanent
Rogers, Fla. Stinson Winstead since I learned of the injustice suffered Recoro and Journal be corrected accord
gggg’:y '{g"’;. gzg‘;‘g&‘aﬂ a ‘x;“ﬁ: by my distinguished colleague, the gen- ingly. T
Rooney, Pa. Sullivan Wyman . tleman from Missourl [Mr. RanopaLt}. In The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
Roosevelt Taft Young a shooting war. Mr. Speaker, more often the request of 'the entl fr
ﬁ‘;iié‘%%‘wm I'L_‘aul:otz g:tﬁx;csg than not it is the Innocent who are Kemue&y, gentleman  from
aylor caught in the crossfire. :
32‘&??’““ %::&‘3: g:i“' On Tuesday, in a colloquy on the pay There was no objectlon.
NAY.S—O bill confercnce report between the gen-
. . tleman from Michigan [Mr. JOHANSEN) PERSONAL EXPLANATION
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—1 and myself, frequent allusion was made : ) )
Powell to the “Randall report” and a certain Mr. VANIK asked and was given per-
NOT VOTING—14 Mr. Randall. The discussion appears ™Misslon to address the House for 1
Baring Kee Passman on page 4123 of the Appendix in the mMinute) )
Beckworth Lankford Pool . RECORD of Wednesday August 5. The Mr. VANIK. Mr. Speaker, during the
Bennett, Mich. Lennon Siler dall . - " rolicall on House Joint Resolution 1145,
Hagan, Ga. Long. Md. Vanik Mr. Randall to whom we referred was 1 1 he 1
Jones, Mo, Norblad not my collcague from Missouri, the I Was called to the long-distance tele-

80 (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the joint resolution was passed.

The Clerk announced the following
palirs:

On this vote:

Mr. Beckworth and Mr. Baring for, with
Mr. Siler against.

Until futher notice:

Mr. Passman with Mrs, Kee.’

Mr. Lennon with Mr. Lankford.

Mr. Hagan of Georgia with Mr. Long of
Maryland. .

Mr. Pool with Mr. Vanik.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

GENERAL LEAVE TQO EXTEND

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to extend
their remarks on the joint resolution
just passed.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

CORRECTION OF ROLLCALL

Mr, GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, on roli-
call No. 205, on August 5, a quorum call,

Honorable Mr. WiLLam RANDALL; it was
Mr. Clarence Randall, chairman of the
board of Inland Steel, who headed the
President’s Advisory Panel of Federal
Compensation. On behalf of my col-
leaguc from Michigan, may I extend our
humble apologles for any mental suffer-
ing which the gentleman from Missouri
may have suffered as a result of this
clerical error.

I ask unanimous consent that the
permanent Recorp be corrected accord-
ingly.

The S8PEARER. 1Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from jAri-
zona?

There was no objection.

SUPPORT VIETNAM RES(QUTION

‘Mr. JOHANSEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. JOHANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I sup-
port this resolution because I completely
concur with the premise stated by Presi-
dent Johnson that “firmness in the right
is indispensable today for peace.”

I have been volcing that conviction
throughout my entire service in this
House. .

The first legislative vote I cast as a
Member of this House—in January
1955—was in support of the Formosan
resolution which has already been re-

phone on several urgent long-distance
calls and did not hear the second bells.

If I had not been so occupied, I would
have voted in support of the resolution.
I am in support of President Johnson's
actions and decisions in southeast Asia.

CORRECTION OF THE RECORD

(Mr. O'HARA of Dlinois asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.) R

Mr. O’HARA of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
included in my extended remarks on
page A4181 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
of August 6, 1964, is a noteworthy poem
by Mrs. Nancy Sanes, who, in fact, is
the wife of Milton Sanes, a highly
esteemed constitfuent. I ask unanimous
consent that my remarks be corrected
to delete the words “daughter of Mr. and
Mrs. Milton Sanes” and to substitute
therefor the words ‘“‘wife of Milton
Sanes.” There is no umlaut over the
letter “n” in the name Sanes and I ask
unanimous ¢onsent that the spelling be
corrected accordingly,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Illinois?

There was no objection.

SMALL BUSINESS COMMITTEE

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that Subcommittee
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